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Analysis of Deaths in New Mexico's
Rio Abajo During the Late Spanish
Colonial and Mexican Periods,

1793-1846
OSWALD G. BACA

The extent and prevalence of infectious disease in New Mexico during
the Spanish colonial and Mexican periods is, for the most part, unknown.
Although sporadic notations of smallpox and measles epidemics among
the Indians and colonists of New Mexico during the seventeenth through
the nineteenth centuries were entered into church records, they provide
only a glimpse of the incidence of infectious disease during those periods. This lack of information may be explained, in part, by the fact that
although microorganisms were discovered two centuries earlier, it was
not until the latter half of the nineteenth century that microbes were
demonstrated to be etiological agents of disease. Once the connection
between microbes and disease was made, it became possible to identify
many pathogenic microorganisms and their modes of transmission. This
link also led to the discovery of viruses in the 1890s and in the twentieth
century to the development of methods for preventing and treating infectious diseases, including immunization and antibiotic therapy. Edward Jenner, in 1798, announced his discovery of a vaccine for preventing
smallpox infection with the cowpox virus; a remarkable advance because
it occurred prior to the acceptance of the germ theory of disease and one
hundred years before the discovery of viruses. Vaccination against smallpox rapi.dly spread throughout the Western world, including the far
reaches of the Spanish empire. By late 1805, 3,610 children had been
vaccinated in New Mexico. I

Oswald G. Baca is professor of biology at the University of New Mexico and
research professor of microbiology at the University of New Mexico School of
Medicine.
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During the nineteenth century, vaccination certainly protected some
New Mexicans against smallpox; however, as church records indicate,
epidemics persisted. 2 Smallpox outbreaks and other microbial-caused
diseases, including another much feared disease, diphther~a, continued
into the twentieth century and only began to significantly abate in New
Mexico with the establishment ofthe State Department of Public Health
in 1919 under the leadership of Governor Octaviano A. Larrazolo. Regulations requiring the reporting of notifiable diseases were adopted the
same year, facilitating the quantitative determination of disease prevalence.) Subsequently, control measures were implemented, including the
systematic vaccination of children against smallpox and diphtheria. In
1920 only 316 smallpox cases were reported in New Mexico, whereas in
the rest of the United States-twenty-eight states did not require vaccination-over 500,000 cases were recorded from 1919 through 1928. 4 Eventually, all states mandated vaccination against smallpox, leading to its
eradication in the United States by the 1940s.
Recently, Oswald Baca and Mary Ann Baca examined church burial
records of the central New Mexico villages of Tome, San Fernando,
Valencia, Casa Colorada, Los Enlames, Peralta, and Manzano for the years
1793-95 and 1809-46. S The compilation of over 1,500 burials was the
prelude for assessing the occurrence and prevalence of infectious disease in the predominant Hispanic population, deriving mortality data
among children-an important indicator of the general health status of a
population-and revealing the extent of hostility between the Native
Americans and colonists. Recognizing that not all decedents of the area
received last rites under the auspices of the Catholic church, these
records probably account for the majority of deaths in the non-Indian
population because under Spanish and Mexican rule only the practice of
Roman Catholicism was permitted. 6 The years examined span the late
Spanish colonial (1793-1821) and the entire Mexican (1821-46) periods.
Records from late 1795 through May 1809 were apparently lost, destroyed,
or possibly not written, and are not included in Fray Angelico Chavez's
inventory of the archdiocese of Santa Fe's archives. 7 The Tome church's
burial book for the years 1809 through 1855 was continuously numbered, beginning with page one.
During the years that this study covers, the cleric of Tome's Purisima
Concepcion Catholic Church also ministered to the inhabitants of a number of other villages north and south of Tome along the Rio Grande,
including San Fernando, Valencia, Peralta, Casa Colorada, and Los
Enlames (present-day Adelino), and thirty miles east of Tome on the far
side of the Ma nzano mountains, Tajique, and Manzano (see map). Until
June 1809, Tome was under the jurisdiction of the Belen church. The
year 1793 coincides with the elevation of Belen from mission status to
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that of independent parish; Fray Cayetano Jose Ignacio Bernal was the
first resident pastor. 8 Consistent record keeping of baptisms, burials,
and other sacramental rites in Tome and associated villages began with
the arrival of Bernal.
Most of the recorded deaths were from the two largest populated
villages, Tome and Valencia. The name Peralta did not appear in the
records until the 1840s, hence only a few deaths were recorded from that
specific area; the village of Tajique was sparsely inhabited and only a
few deaths were noted. The years during which the names of some of the
villages first appeared in the records (e.g., Casa Colorada in 1823 and
Manzano in 1817). correspond roughly with the years those areas were
colonized. Typically, the recording priest noted the person's name, village, and parents' names if the deceased was a child or, occasionally, an
unmarried adult. 9 If the deceased person was married, the spouse's name
was usually included. Except for Indians (e.g., slaves) living in Spanish
households, rarely was ethnicity indicated. In all cases it was noted if
the individual was an adult or child (parvula or parvulo, female or male
child less than thirteen years of age); except during the years 1793 through
1795, ages were seldom recorded (a noteworthy exception was 107-yearold Antonia Rivera of Tome, buried on 18 November 1811). Although the
cause of death was rarely noted, there was an exception: killings by
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Indians. Only in four instances was an infectious disease mentioned,
and that was in 1816 when smallpox was identified as the cause of death.
There were certainly many other smallpox victims. The deaths of two
male adults in 1815 and 1835 were attributed to hypothermia.
Approximately two-thirds of all the deaths recorded between 1793
and 1846 were from the two largest communities, Tome (n = 562) and
Valencia (n = 404) (table 1). Children under the age of thirteen (parvulos)
accounted for 54 percent of all deaths (tables 2 & 3), an extraordinarily
high mortality rate when compared with today's rate of 1 to 3 percent in
New Mexico and the rest of the United States. 10 Significantly, more adult
females apparently died than adult males (56 percent versus 44 percent;
table 2); why this was the case is not explained by this study, although
it may have been the result of complications associated with pregnancy
and childbirth which are more preventable and treatable today. A partial
explanation for this disparity may be that women simply outnumbered
men, a situation which-for a number of reasons, incl~ding the presence
of captive Indian women in the population-apparently obtained during
the late eighteenth century. II Another plausible reason may be that some
men simply disappeared (i.e., killed, etc.) without a trace while journeying or laboring away from their homes. In the case of children, there was
no difference in the mortality percentage represented by each gender
(50 percent each, table 2). In the only years during which ages of decedents were routinely recorded (1793-95) twenty of the twenty-five individuals interred were three years of age or younger (average age of
one).
A plot of the total number of recorded deaths per year in all the
villages reveals a striking pattern of sharp increases in mortality above
baseline levels between 1815 and 1846 that occurred with a periodicity
of approximately four to six years (see figure 1). These sharp rises in
mortality took place during the years 1815-16, 1822-23, 1826, 1832,1836,
1839-40, and 1846. The additional deaths above the baseline level represented 29 percent (n = 428) of the total recorded deaths (n = 1,451) for
the years 1815 through 1846. After 1821, the baseline level of deaths for
all the villages rose from ten to fifteen per year to more than forty and
continued at that level until 1842 when it apparently subsided, butthen
rose again. This baseline increase was probably a reflection of an increased population. Based on the 1790 and 1850 census data for Tome
and Valencia, one can extrapolate-albeit with only rough precision-an
annual baseline mortality rate of 1 to 2 percent during the years 1793 to
1820 and approximately 2 percent in the subsequent years up to 1845.
This annual death rate (baseline) is twice the modern-day rate for New
Mexico and the rest of the United States of about 1 percent. 12 (The populations of Tome and Valencia in 1790 were 624 and 137, respectively; in
1850 Tome had 614 inhabitants and Valencia 249).13
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TABLE I: RECORDED DEATHS PER VILLAGE (179~1846)"#
Year

Tome

San
Fern.

1793
1794
1795

11
7
3

I
0
0

2
0
I

14

1809

2

0

I

3

1810
1811
1812
1813
1814
1815
1816
1817
1818
1819

5
5
6
I
2
9
20
2
5
0

0
1
3
0
0

I
I
0
0
0
8
5
0
I
I

I
I
2
4
1
7
5
I
6
I

7
8

1820
1821
1822
1823
1824
1825
1826
1827
1828
1829

6
14
15
15
8
21
41
13
18
11

11
3
25
7
6
6

3
3
11
5
6
8
12
4
2
4

0
8
15
14
7
13
51
13
8

1830

17
10
20
29
20
32
17
10
31
29

4
12
5
5
4
0
2
2
0
4

1840
1841
·1842
1843
1844
1845
1846

29
8
9
8

Totals

IIDI
1832
1833
1834
1835
1836
1837
1838
1839

Los
Enlames

Valencia

Casa
Color.

Manzano

All
villages

7
4

11

I
I
0

5
3
35
41
4
14
4

11

1
8
7
14
9
7
4

0
0
1
0
0
0
0
3
3
5

10
29
48
46
40
52
143
49
44
41

0
7
4
3
0
0
0
1
0
4

7
10
20
4
13
8
10
12
10
32

6
3
14
4
I
3
8
4
6
6

3
5
21
5
0
3
24
4
2
7

37
47
84
50
38
46
62
33
50
83

28

0
0
1
I
0
I
3

3
0
0
4
3
3
4

27
18
2
15
6
7
29

20
13
2
5
4
12
9

8
0
0
6
0
3
I

89
39
14
39
24
40
76

562

154

11l

404

170

106

1,513-

11
14

11
11
0
I
2
1
4
6

11

- Totals (all villages column) include 2 deaths from Peralta (mentioned for the first
time in 1846),3 from Tajique (1836, 1838, 1839) and 1 from EI Cerio (1840).
# All inclusive-gender, age, racelethnicity (e.g., Spaniards, Indians, etc.)
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TABLE 2: MORTALITY: ADULTS AND CHILDREN-

Adults

Children #

Year

Females

Males

Females

Males

1793
1794
1795

0
0
1

3
0
1

4
5
0

7
2
2

1809

2

0

0

1

1810

5
6
5
3
3
25
21
2
4

1
2
5
2
0
10
15
3
6
2

0
0
1
0
0
0
3
0

1
0
0
0
0
0
2
0
3
0

2
7
18
6
6
12
17
8
5
5

0
4
10
20
12

14

8
13
7
9
9
40
16
14
15

9
4
6
17
3
10
19
3
14
27

10
13
31
8
12
9
14
6
12
17

9
17
33
15
10
16
17
13
6
13
31
16
2
9
8
16
16
397

1811

1812
1813
1814
1815
1816
1817
1818
1819
1820
1821
1822
1823
1824
1825
1826
1827
1828
1829

I

7
10
6
6
II

18
30
9
13
8

I
I

II

53
15
II

1830
1831
1832
1833
1834
1835
1836
1837
1838
1839

18
26

1840
1841
1842
1843
1844
1845
1846

12
4
3
9
9
6
8

II

II

34
19
3
6
4
10
28

Totals

381

302

401

8
13
12
10
13
II

12
II

0
6
15
3
8

• All villages and inhabitants (Spaniards, Indians, etc.)
# Children under the age of 13 (parvulos).

I
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TABLE 3: CHILD MORTALITY*

Children of
unknown parentage

percent of all
parvulos I as

10
41
46
59
51
38
65
63
57
71

4
4
6
2
13
8
2
1

17
15
29
10
14
26
8
3

19
30
64
23
22
25
31
19
18
30

49
63
76
46
58
53
49
56
36
36

2
7
3
1
6
7
7
5
0
3

11
23
5
4
27
28
23
26
0
10

1840
1841
1842
1843
1844
1845
1846

65
35
5
15
12
26
44

70
90
33
38
50
62
58

12
10
0
0
0
4
2

18
29
0
0
0
15
5

Total

798

54

109

14+

percent of .
all deaths

Year

Parvulos I as #

1793
1794
1795

11
7
2

79
100
50

1809

1

20

1810
1811
1812
1813
1814
1815
1816
1817
1818
1819

1
0
1
0
0
0
5
0
4
1

14
0
9
0
0
0
12
0
27
25

1820
1821
1822
1823
1824
1825
1826
1827
1828
1829

1
12
23
27
21
20
93
31
25
29

1830
1831
1832
1833
1834
1835
1836
1837
1838
1839

* All

villages

# Children less than 13 years of age (all inclusive-Spaniards, Indians, etc.)
+ Average percent for the years 1822-1846
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The most dramatic increase in mortality took place in 1826 when the
baseline level of 40 recorded deaths per year rose 250 percent to 143 in
the villages along the Rio Grande (table 1, figure 1). The loss of life in
Tome and Valencia was extremely high. Based on the 1790 and 1850 census figures, the forty-one deaths in Tome that year represented approximately 7 percent of its population; 20...,.37 percent (n = 51) of Valencia's
inhabitants perished. Children under the age ofthirteen (parvuJos) accounted for 65 percent (n = 93) of all deaths (tables 2 & 3). Although not
as dramatic as the 1826 event, the villages of Tome and Valencia had
very high mortalities during the other episodes. In 1839-40 and 1846,
the populations of Tome and Valencia were reduced by 5 and 12 percent,
respectively.
Based on two revealing clues-time of year and multiple deaths in
the same household within a short period-it can only be concluded
that the pronounced increases in mortality were, except for the 1822
episode, precipitated by infections of the respiratory tract with contagious airborne microorganisms. Without exception, the enhanced mortalities of 1815-16,1823,1826,1832, 1836, 1839-40, and 1846 took place
during the cold months of the year; this revelation alone implicates airborne microbes. For example, in 1826 the sharp rise in deaths occurred
during February and March (figure 2). Of the 143 recorded deaths, more
than one-half (n = 78) occurred during February and March; 73 percent
(n = 57) of the 78 decedents were children and 23 percent (n = 18) were
adult women; 8 of the women were Indians. The enhanced mortalities of
1822 and, in part, those of 1836, were the result of conflict with Indians.
In the intervening years-between epidemics-deaths occurred randomly throughout the year (see figure 2, 1825 & 1826).
An episode of enhanced mortality which is not apparent in figure 1
took place in January-February 1841. Beginning abruptly with New Year's
day, there were thirty-three deaths during the subsequent month and a
half-long period. Incredibly, no deaths were recorded for the previous
two months (November-December 1840). Too many deaths occurred
suddenly during January-February 1841 without the usual buildup observed in infectious disease outbreaks. A plausible explanation for this
ostensible and improbable lack of deaths in November and December
1840 is that the January-February 1841 episode actually began in November, causing many deaths which the priest simply did not have time
to record. During the remaining ten months of 1841 there were only six
recorded burials (also improbable) which accounts for the apparent normal baseline level of deaths for the year.
That the enhanced mortalities occurred during the cold months of
the year implicates airborne infectious microorganisms which enter via
inhalation and colonize the respiratory tract; prime candidates include
several viruses (smallpox, measles, influenza) and bacteria (diphtheria

OSW ALD G. BACA
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and pertussis). 14 Transmission of these agents from one person to another typically occurs via aerosolized droplets expelled from the respiratory tracts of infected carriers. In the northern hemisphere, the diseases
caused by these agents occur with highest frequency during the cold
seasons (i.e., fall through early spring). The enhanced incidence during
the cold months is due, in part, to higher concentrations of exhaled airborne microbes in the air of the less-ventilated crowded dwellings of
fall-winter which greatly increases the probability of their being inhaled
by susceptibles.
From the records alone, it is not possible to identify with certainty
the specific airborne microbe(s) of the 1826 epidemic; however, in light
of the extremely high death rate, it is very likely that smallpox virus was
the etiological agent. Case-fatality rates as high as 30 percent were not
unusual in smallpox epidemics. U An epidemic in which smallpox was
most certainly the agent occurred in the Tome-San Fernando-Valencia
area during the fall-winter of 1815-16 and trailed off into the summer
(figure 2 and table 1). Particularly hard hit was San Fernando which lost
twenty-two residents, a significant number considering that in 1790 it
had seventy-three inhabitants, a population that did not increase in the
ensuing twenty-six years (extrapolated on the basis of mortality figures
during non-epidemic years).16 In 1816, the recording priest noted in the
margins of the burial book the term viruelas (smallpox) next to the names
offour decedents (two adult Indian women from San Fernando and one
child from Tome and another from Valencia). One of the Indian women
was de servicio del Capitan Bartolome Baca who earlier that year on 12
January buried an adult son. Overall, more adults than children were
killed, and of the adults, about twice as many women died as men (table
2). Although smallpox usually struck during the cold months and early
spring, these four deaths occurred in the summer (three in June, one in
August) and were probably remnants of a smallpox outbreak that had
begun the previous December.
That contagious microbial agents were responsible for the episodic
increases in mortality is also evidenced by the occurrence in some of the
households of more than one fatality within a short period. For example,
within an eight-day span in February 1826 two children from the Valencia
house of don Francisco Antonio Otero were interred, a daughter and a
Navajo comprada (a female who had been purchased). Don Bartolome
Baca of San Fernando (governor of New Mexico, 1823-25) buried two
criados (servants) in January and March during the 1832 epidemic. Earlier it was noted that Baca lost a son and an adult Indian slave within
five months of each other during the 1815-16 episode. During the 1840
outbreak, between 16 February and 2 March, don Vicente Otero buried
three adult Indian women from his Valencia hacienda.
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As is the case in many microbial-caused epidemics, it is likely that
the outbreaks of infectious disease revealed in this study occurred when
the number of susceptible individuals attained a threshold level. 17 Typically, infection with highly contagious agents such as smallpox and
measles results in lifelong immunity and would explain why, in most of
the outbreaks described, children-who most likely had not been previously exposed or were born after the previous epidemics-were the principal victims. Adults were also affected and were the main victims during
the 1815-16 and 1839 outbreaks; in all likelihood they too had not been
previously exposed to smallpox (1815-16) or other etiological agents.
The origin of the microbes-exogenous or endogenous-involved is
not clear; however, the likely agents (smallpox, measles, diphtheria, in. fluenza, pertussis) can reside within popuiations (endogenous organisms), expressing themselves either sporadically or in epidemics when
threshold levels of susceptibles are attained. IS Of course, these agents
can also be imported. That a more virulent imported microbe caused the
1826 outbreak is suggested by the extraordinary number of deaths that
resulted. Only five years previously, in 1821, the Mexican government
officially sanctioned direct trade by New Mexicans with the United States;
under Spanish rule direct trade was prohibited. 19 It is possible that along
with the trade carne a highly virulent strain of microorganism (smallpox?). The epidemics of 1839-40 may have been caused by smallpox
imported along the Santa Fe trail from the High Plains region where it
raged from 1837 to 1838. 20 Another possible source of smallpox could
have been California where the disease devastated the Indian populations from 1837 through 1839. 21 Trade between New Mexico and California began around 1829. 22
Mortality data ofIndians living in the Tome-San Fernando-Valencia
area were derived; they accounted for approximately 5 percent (n = 88)
of the 1,500 deaths (table 4). Most of the Indians (n = 75) lived in "Spanish" households of those communities. Ten of the seventy-five were
from the San Fernando hacienda of don Bartolome Baca. The majority
were identified in the records as Yndios (or Indios); sixteen were Navajos, two Yumas, one Acoma, two Zuni, one Apache, and one "Payute."
Indians living in Spanish households were described in the death records
as: sirviente/servidor (n = 9, servant), en servicio (n = 9, in the service
of), perteneciente a (n = 1, belonging to), comprado (n = 8), criado de (n
= 6, raised by a person other than the natural parent), de (n = 18, of), de
fa casa de (n = 8, from the house of), and; occasionally, rescatado (n =
2, ransomed from other Indians). Most (56 percent) ofthese Indian servants/slaves were adult women (n = 42), 24 percent were parvufas
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TABLE 4: INDIAN MORTAUTY*
Year

Adultos

Adultas

Parvulos

1794
1812
1815
1816
1819
1821
1822
1823
1824
1825
1826
1827
1828
1829
1830
1831
1832
1833
1834
1835
1836
1838
1839

1
1
2
2
I

2
1
3
2
1
2

1
1

10

4
1

8
1

1

2
1

1
2
2
7
2

2

2
3
1

1

1840
1841
1846
Total

Parvulas

9

2
2
1

1
1

5
1
3

1

52

9

18

• Most lived in "Spanish" households in the Tome-San
Fernando-Valencia area. Ten of the 88 were from the hacienda of
Bartolome Baca of San Fernando (6 adultas, 3 adultos, 1 parvulo).
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(n = 18), 8 percent were adult males (n = 6), and 12 percent wereparvu/os
(n = 9). Of the eight Indians described as comprados, three were adult
women, three were parvu/as and two were parvu/os; six of the eight
were Navajos.
An unusual entry in the burial records was that of an adult resident
of San Fernando from the United States ("Estados Unidos del Norte")
who was baptized, died, and buried at Tome on 16 February 1826. This
entry is unusual because it is the only notation of a foreigner in the
burial records.
An unexpected revelation was the number of "orphaned" children
of unknown parentage (padres no conocidos or padres incognitos) the
majority of whom were referred to by the recording priests as espuestos
or, occasionally, expositos (orphans/foundlings) (table 3). These socalled foundlings (forty-two females, forty-four males) and the other
twenty-three children .of unknown parentage comprised 14 percent of
all children (n = 766) who received last rites during the years 1822 through
1846. That a deceased child was of unknown parentage was not indicated in the Tome burial records prior to 1822 and only was noted after
the replacement in 1821 of the Franciscan friars at Tome with secular
priests, beginning with Francisco Ygnacio de Madariaga. During the
eighteenth century, illegitimate children of mixed ancestry abandoned at
the doorsteps of the local New Mexico missions were referred to as hijos
de /a ig/esia (children of the church); this designation did not appear in
the Tome death recordsY Eight of the eighty-five espuestos were identified as Indian. It is likely that many of these espuestos were born to
unmarried mothers living in the same households where the children
were supposedly abandoned. Because of the social stigma associated
with illegitimacy, it is likely that in most instances the terms were euphemistically used. This disapprobation of illegitimacy would also accountprior to Madariaga's arrival-for clerics (and families?) omitting any hint
of illegitimacy from the church records.
That some of the espuestos were indeed foundlings, and possibly
victims of poverty, is certainly not excluded. For example, around the
year 1800 in Spain, approximately 50 percent offoundlings deposited at
Madrid's major orphanage were legitimate children abandoned by their
impoverished parents. 24 Undoubtedly, some of the so-called espuestos
were children of captive Indian women fathered by their masters or other
household members. Compelling data have been presented by Ramon A.
Gutierrez that such exploitation occurred in New Mexico. 2~ The level of
illegitimacy inferred by the present study is not unusual when compared
with figures available for other nineteenth century locales. A comprehensive study by Shirley F. Hartley comparing illegitimacy in a number
of countries during the late nineteenth century revealed the following
rates for the year 1876: Iceland, 23 percent; Austria, 14 percent; Sweden
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TABLE 5:
DEATHS ATTRIBUTED TO INDIANS
1793-17981809-1852
Year

No.

Village

Sex

Indians
implicated

1793

1
1
3

Tome
Los Chavez
Sabinal

Male adult
Male adult
Male adults

Apaches
Apaches
Apaches

1809
1810

2
1
1

Sabinal
Cevilleta
Tome

Male adults
Male adult
Male adult

Apaches
Apaches
Apaches

1822

1
8
3
3
1
1
1
1

Los Lentes
Valencia
Los Enlames
Tome
?
San Fernando
Los Enlames
Tome

Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male

adult
adults
adults
adults
adult
adult
adult
adult

Navajos
Navajos
Navajos
Navajos
Navajos
Navajos
Navajos
Navajos

1839

1
1
2
1
1
2
1
1
1
2
10
3

Manzano
Valencia
Los Enlames
?
Casa Colorada
Tome
?
Valencia
Valencia
Manzano
Manzano
Valencia

Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male
Male

adult
adult
adults
adult
adult
adults
adult
adult
adult
adults
adultS
adults

Apaches
Apaches
Apaches
Apaches
Navajos
Navajos
Navajos
Apaches
Apaches
Apaches
"¥ndios"
Navajos

1840
1843

1
2

Tome
Casa Colorada

Male adult
Male adults

Total

57

1798

1823

1833

1835

1836

Navajos
."Enemigos"

• Three victims were specifically identified as "Espanol" (1822,
Valencia), one as "¥ndicrCoyote" (1822, Valencia), and two as
"¥ndio" (1835, one from Tome and the residence of the other not
indicated). In Tome church records, "enemigos" (enemies) connoted
Indians.
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and Denmark, 10 percent; Italy, France, and Hungary, 7 percent
(nineteenth-century rates for the United States were not included ).26 In
another study, bastardy rates of 16 percent to 24 percent were recorded
in the Rennes region of France during the years 1809 to 1814. 27 The
inferred illegitimacy rates of the current study might be corroborated by
a close examination of baptismal records.
The burial records from 1793 to 1846 revealed that fifty-seven adult
males were killed by Indians: a total of forty-five from the study area
[Tome (n = 8), Valencia (n = 14), Los Enlames (n = 6), San Fernando (n =
1), Casa Colorada (n = 3), and Manzano (n = 13)]; included were eight
from nearby villages and four whose residence was not indicated (table
5). Intriguing is the finding that all of the deaths were only of adult
males. These deaths attributed to Indians represented 3 percent-or an
average of one per year-of all recorded deaths in the area between 1793
and 1846. Of the fifty-seven individuals, eighteen were recorded as having been killed by Apaches, twenty-seven by Navajos, and twelve by
unidentified "Yndios." The villages most affected were Valencia and
Manzano. On 18 April 1822 eight men killed by Navajos were given last
rites, six from Valencia, one from Los Lentes (located across the Rio
Grande from Valencia) and one of unknown residence. Later that year, on
5 May, four men (three from Los Enlames and one from Tome) killed by
Navajos were interred; in August Navajos killed two residents of Tome
and one from Valencia. These deaths in the Tome-Valencia area during
1822 were probably the result of Navajo reprisal raids in the Rio Abajo
and Rio Arriba or service in the citizen army.28 The previous year Governor Facundo Melgares had directed campaigns against the Navajos
which continued into 1823 under the command of his successor, Jose
Antonio Vizcarra. One of the campaign officers was Captain Baca of San
Fernando. In 1836, twelve men from Manzano were killed by Indians: two
by Apaches and ten by "Yndios"; two were buried on 26 April, four on
15 November and five on 26 December. Along with an already enhanced
mortality caused by infectious disease during the months of January
through April in the Tome-Valencia area, these deaths of Manzano residents further skewed the overall mortality for 1836 significantly above
the base-line level (see figure 1).
That other individuals from these central New Mexico villages were
killed by Indians and not identified or included in the burial records is
not ruled out. Evidence for such omission comes from other records
cited by Frank McNitt in his book on the Navajo wars. 29 He wrote that in
December 1840, three men killed by Navajos during reprisal raids were
buried in Tome. As pointed out earlier, the Tome cleric failed to register
any deaths for that month or for November.
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These data indicate that the threat from Indians during this period
and in this area was not as pronounced as claimed by some writers. 3o Of
course, the records studied do not provide any information regarding
those injured by Indians, nor do they reveal casualties among Indians if
some of the deaths resulted during pitched battles.
Marc Simmons recently wrote that gastrointestinal infections were
probably quite common in New Mexico during the Spanish colonial and
Mexican periods. 31 Given the universal lack of consistently secure drinking water and proper disposal and treatment of human waste, that is not
an unreasonable conclusion. Of course, the same was true for the rest of
the contemporary Western world during the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries. Indeed, the most common microbial disease entities in the
United States during those centuries were agents of enteritis in the summer and other microbes that caused respiratory infections during the
winter. 32 The present study illustrates that during the late Spanish colonial and Mexican periods respiratory infectious diseases were the major
cause of death in the Rio Abajo during the years of revealed enhanced
mortality; one-third of all deaths recorded between 1815 through 1846
can be attributed to these epidemics. The patterns discerned in this
investigation implicate infectious airborne microbes such as smallpox,
diphtheria, pertussis, influenza, and measles. Although gastrointestinal
infectious diseases were a very likely and important cause of morbidity,
no evidence (i.e., increased mortality in the summer months) was uncovered that they contributed significantly to mortality during the years
1793 through 1846. The high death rates among children revealed in this
study were not unique to the Rio Abajo, they were common throughout
the United States and Europe, contributing to an estimated life expectancy at birth in the United States of only thirty-five years during the
latter part of the eighteenth century and close to forty years by the
mid-nineteenth century.33 This research is now being extended into the
post-Mexican period. Preliminary analysis of the burial records from the
Rio Abajo after the American invasion in 1846 indicates that epidemics
of contagious airborne diseases resulting in horrific mortality rates continued into the early decades of the twentieth century.
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From Reparticion To Partition:
A History of the Mora Land Grant,

1835-1916
ROBERT D. SHADOW AND MARiA RODRiGUEZ-SHADOW

The year was 1835, and the vivid hues of autumn were yielding to the
more somber tones of winter when the Alcalde of San Jose de las
Trampas, Manuel Antonio Sanchez, traveled over the Jicarita Mountains
to the pine- and pinon-clad valley known as Lo de Mora. Sanchez undertook this journey as the representative of Alvino Perez, the jefe
politico of Nuevo Mexico. Located on the eastern slope of the Sangre
de Cristo range, several days ride from the provincial capital of Santa
Fe, the Mora valley formed a natural gateway to the buffalo lands .ofthe
southern plains. For generations Indian hunters, French trappers, and
Spanish-Mexican ciboleros (buffalo hunters) and comancheros (plains
traders) had exploited its resources and camped alongside its shimmering streams. By the early 1800s, a handful of paisanos (settlers), seeking a better livelihood along the banks ofthe Rio Agua Negra (now the
Mora River), moved their families and livestock out of the increasingly
crowded mountain placitas and established a permanent agriculturallybased settlement in the valley. Apparently, no government authority
directed the initial occupation of a land fraught with all the dangers of
frontier life. Raids and attacks from Comanches and Apaches-who
viewed this invasion of their hunting territory with hostility-ranked
among the most severe of these dangers. Just prior to Mexican independence, possibly in 1818, seventy-six vecinos from Lo de Mora petitioned the authorities for the establishment of a church in the valley,
Robert D. Shadow is professor of anthropology at the Universidad de las
Americas-Puebla and Maria Rodriguez-Shadow is researcher in the Department of Ethnology and Social Anthropology at the National Institute of Anthropology and History,
Mexico.
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. the valley, stating that because of the distance and difficulties of travel
to the mission at Picuris they did without the sacraments.· By the 1830s,
these agricultural colonists were unequivocally the new stewards ofthe
land. With their acequias (irrigation ditches), terraces, and suertes (long
lots that contained about 120 varas on average), they imprinted profound changes on the social ecology of the valley that endure to the
present. 2 Their enterprise and occupation of the land, however, still
lacked legal sanction and recognition from the appropriate authorities.
The purpose of Alcalde Sanchez's trip to Lo de Mora that autumn, therefore, was to rectify this situation through the laying out of plaza sites
and distributing agricultural and grazing lands to the seventy-six settlers who had occupied the more favorable bottom lands alongside the
Agua Negra. 3
In his first official act, conducted on 20 October 1835, Alcalde
Sanchez established the plaza of the Valle de Abajo, or the Valle de Santa
Gertrudis, on the south or right bank of the Agua Negra River. Situated
in the largest valley of the upper Agua Negra drainage at an elevation of
approximately 7,200 feet, the plaza of Santa Gertrudis measured 200
varas north-south and ISO varas on the east-west axis, with an external
perimeter of thirty varas designated as the "chorreros y pisos de todos."
A nearby vega (meadow) and the roads leading to it were likewise reserved as public spaces ("y la vega para veneficio comim con sus
entradas y salidas libres").4 The Plaza of San Antonio, located some
three miles upstream from the lower valley, was laid out with identical
dimensions identical to those of Santa Gertrudis. Like Santa Gertrudis,
Sanchez also set aside the nearby cienega for the benefit of all the settlers.
Once Alcalde Sanchez and his assistants defined the twin plazas,
they proceeded to measure and divide the irrigable agricultural land. At
Santa Gertrudis, Sanchez distributed 5,900 varas along both sides of
the Agua Negra among forty agraciados (grantees) in suertes. S He repeated the process at San Antonio where the amount of agricultural land
was more restricted than in the lower valley. Here, twenty-nine settlers
received approximately 3,610 varas. Most suertes measured 100 varas
although Miguel Olguin, one of the leading pobladores (settlers), received 250 varas facing the plaza on the southeast.
Upon concluding the partition of the arable land and the layout of
the plaza sites, Alcalde Sanchez identified the general boundaries of the
ejidos(commons). Like the vegas and cienegas, they were specifically
designated for the common benefit of the grantees ("veneficio de los
agraciados y partes comunes deellos"). Roughly rectangular in shape,
the merced was bounded on the north by the Rio Ocate, on the south by
the confluence of the Rio Sapello and the Agua Negra, on the east by
the Aguaje de la Llegua (Yegua), and on the west by the Estillero. 6 In
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order to complete the formal act of possession, the agraciados performed
"en demostracion de a/egria arrancaron yerba, tiraron piedras,
exparcieron pUiladas de tierra, e hicieron otros actos posesorios dando
vivas aDios y a /a Nacion" ("in demonstration of joy they pulled up
grass, threw stones, scattered handfuls of earth, and made other acts of
possession shouting long live God and the Nation").
These actions thus established the Mora community grant, later
determined to encompass more than 827,000 acres. 7 As approved by
Governor Perez, the grant possessed an underlying ecological and economic rationale and encompassed the entire watershed of the upper Agua
Negra fiver and its tributaries, as well as a wide range of altitudinal and
resource zones. The latter extended from the timber-rich Sangre de
Cristo inthe west, passed through the intermontane-cultivable valleys
at 7,000 to 8,000.feet, and ended at the grassy expanses of the high
plains at about 6,000 feet elevation at the longitude of present-day
Wagon Mound (see map 1). In accordance with custom and law, the
grant conveyed to the individual rights to house lots, irrigable bottom
lands along the Agua Negra, and communal rights that enabled the settlers to exploit surrounding natural resources.
In 1846, when the United States Army of the West, under the command of Stephen W. Kearny, invaded New Mexico, the population of
the twin settlements of Santa Gertrudis-San Antonio had grown to some
940 rancheros. 8 It appears that they strongly opposed the "gringo" invasion and quickly joined their relatives and allies from west of the
Sangre de Cristo in the popular rebellion of 1847 that resulted in the
deaths of the American-imposed governor and other officials at Taos. 9
At Mora, the Mexican defenders disarmed and fatally shot a number of Santa Fe traders in town where the revolt began. American troops
arrived to quell the uprising and, after initial failures and retreat, they
eventually defeated the insurgents who abandoned the town and fled
into the mountains. The Army destroyed much of the town with artillery fire in order to punish the Morefios and to forcibly communicate
no tolerance for future opposition. 10 This American action firmly established the futility of armed resistance. II Upon completion of the military conquest, the Nuevomexicanos-with the exception of the
elites-found themselves reduced from a position of ethnic superiority
to one of cultural subordination. Because the Americans at that time
exhibited little interest in souls, the next phase of the conquest centered on power and profits.
In 1851, the U. S. Army founded Fort Union on the plains some
twenty miles east of Santa Gertrudis in order to "watch over" the Mexican population, protect travelers along the Santa Fe trail, and serve as a
supply depot for Army operations throughout the region. 12 The impact
of the fort on local society, however, went far beyond the military ques-
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tion of security. Politically, it represented the imposition of a new state
power and thus constituted one of the earliest and most visible institutions directly oriented toward redefining the nature of the region's relationship with the external world. MateriallY,Fort Union quickly
developed into an important economic force that affected the social
structure as well as the patterns of land use and tenure in Mora. The
buffalo plains around the fort became stock ranges, agriculture quickly
became a business, and the thirst for commercially valuable land created spectacular possibilities for lawyers and other opportunists who,
(at least in popular thought), joined locusts, drought, and early frosts as
one of the most sinister plagues that threatened the small ranchero. The
1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo guaranteed property rights that derived from Spanish and Mexican land grants, but court decisions found
that the burden of proof for establishing title fell on the claimants. In
July 1854, Congress created the office of the Surveyor General of New
Mexico in order to implement the provisions of the treaty and to investigate the validity and legality of the Spanish and Mexican land grants
presented for adjudication. 13
Five years later, in June of 1859, two prominent Mora residents,
Jose Maria Valdez and Vicente Romero, petitioned Surveyor General
William Pelham on behalf of themselves and other Mora inhabitants for
confirmation of the Mora grant. With an alacrity that became increasingly atypical of the grant adjudication process, the United States Congress accepted Pelham's recommendation and rejected the attorney
general's objections. This action confirmed the grant as Private Land
Claim Number 32 only one year after the initial filing. The Civil War
and growing government unease over the size and exact boundaries of
the grant, however, delayed the patent issuance for several years. Finally, in 1876 the General Land Office awarded the grant in the name of
the original seventy-six grantees, their heirs and assigns. By this time,
the lawyers and land speculators, led by Thomas B. Catron and Stephen
B. Elkins, had arrived. They had already obtained a large percentage of
the interests of these orginal grantees. One year after the patent issuance, attorney Elkins and patron Vicente Romero filed suit in order to
. partition the grant among the various owners of these undivided interests. Much to the frustration of the speculators, however, the partition
of the grant proved extremely complex and the case languished in the
courts for more than a generation. Final adjudication did not occur until
early 1916 when District Court Judge David J. Leahy ordered the sale
(privatization and individualization) of unalloted common lands, thus
bringing a judicial-if not judicious-end to the history of the Mora
land grant.
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The late Clark Knowlton recently outlined the formal, legal historyderived largely from court records-of the Mora land grant. 14 Thus far,
we might conclude that the historical significance of this case is merely
another illustration of Anglo land usurpation from Mexicano villagers
through American jurisdiction. 15 This is the conventional interpretation,
and that is how Catron and Elkins, or their successors obtained ownership of 85 percent (600,000 acres) of Mora's common landsY
Recent research based on micro studies of individual grants suggests instead that the traditional view-that much if not most of the
former commons of northern New Mexican land grants uniformly fell
into the hands of outside speculators or the United States government-.
may be overdrawn and subject to revision. G. Emlen Hall, for example,
used materials from the San Miguel del Bado grant, has argued that local grant residents (not just Anglo outsiders) often successfully colonized and established fee simple ·title to the former commons. 17 In short,
scholars argue that while the mercedes of northern New Mexico certainly share important features and fall within a particular institutional
genre, their histories manifest important variations due to differing ecologies, legal statutes, socioeconomic environments, and the ways in which
grant residents themselves responded to the assault on their patrimony.
The set of generalizations we address in this paper has to do with the
question of who actually obtained control and acquired ownership of
the former commons. Did all commons fall prey to outside speculators,
to the public domain, the railroads, Anglo homesteaders, and the national forests as conventional wisdom holds? Or, as Hall suggests, was
the process more complicated? To what extent did local people obtain
tenure over the commons, and what were the precise mechanisms by
which the commons were individualized and transformed into private
property?
Our on going analysis of the archival materials, some of which have
received little attention, suggests that the conventional genenllization
does indeed fail to adequately reflect the complexity ofland tenure evolution in Mora. Perhaps the most glaring limitation is that in Mora, neither the railroads nor the public domain nor Anglo homesteaders
received any significant portion of the commons. IS The national forests,
on the other hand, arrived late in Mora and had no part in the suit that
resulted in alienating the ejidos. Ironically, their role in the history of
the Mora commons has been very different from that which is commonly thought. Of the five actors usually singled out as important agents
in the commons breakup. Only the outside Anglo speculators remain,
and though they certainly contributed extensively in the breakup ofthe
commons, it is our contention that previous accounts of the speculators' role need revision. The other major beneficiaries were cattle ranchers. While most (but not all) were Anglos, and some were definitely
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"outsiders" or newcomers, others had resided on the land for decades
before the partition suit reached its conclusion in 1916. And local people,
for their part, were not totally excluded. Many grant residents successfully defended claims to tens of thousands of acres of former commons.
Knowlton's conclusion that the 85 percent of Mora's common lands
obtained by and transferred to speculators in fee simple tenure through
a court induced partition suit provides a convenient point of departure
in this re-examination. We will attempt to demonstrate that the partition suit simply did not end this way. Knowlton's reconstruction relied
heavily on the court record and though he provided a splendid synthesis of the formal and legal history of the grant and he admirably documented the politics involved in the grant's surveys as well as the activities
of the infamous Catron-Elkins duo, it is our thesis that he erred in treating the legal record and the ownership of interests as an entirely accurate vision of the distribution of land "on the ground." We suggest, then,
that there were two levels of reality in the evolution of land tenure in
Mora (and, by extension, elsewhere). One level consists of the court
claims in which speculators, among others, demonstrated ownership of
a certain number of interests in the Mora grant through deed
conveyences. The other deals with de facto land possession, which did
not always coincide with interest ownership. Oue to the nature of the
archival sources he consulted, Knowlton failed to appreciate the impor__ .!ance of this distinction. He was therefore unable to perceive the varied
ways in which hundreds of thousands of acres of common lands became de facto private property (that eventually received court recognition as such decades before the conclusion of the partition suit).
Second, Knowlton's account leaves the reader with the idea that
the amount of land open to common use remained stable between 1835
and 1916. We attempt to correct this perception and show that while the
speculators certainly acquired some healthy chunks of property after
the judge's gavel fell in 1916, it was by no means as much as Knowlton
claims.
Third, Knowlton's reconstruction is limited chronologically. Since
his intent was not to trace the evolution of tenure after 1916, he left the
important question of what happened to the commons after the partition suit pending. Clearly, the speculators did not cut up the commons
and pack it off for sale elsewhere. As Hall shows, determining who got
the land after ihe court battle's conclusion profoundly affects our assessment of the entire drama. '9
Fourth, and most importantly, the idea that 80 percent or more of
the common lands fell to outsiders atthe turn of the century suggests
- that the dispossession of rural Mexicanos is a fait accompli, not an ongoing process. Ironically, this assumption draws attention away from
the fact that the struggle for the land and its. water is a serious con-
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temporary issue, and in some grants, Mora included, the most dramatic
shift in land use and in the ethnicity of land tenure occurred not seventy or eighty years ago but within the last generation.
And finally, the Mora materials call attention to another facet of the
struggle for land and the privatization of the ejidos: the role of the local
elite. The common view rightly calls attention to the sharp, often unethical and at times illegal, activities of outside agents. The speculators,
railroads, national forests, homesteaders, Surveyor General's office,
Court of Private Land Claims, General Land Office, and the New Mexico
courts are key actors. With the exception of studies such as Robert
Rosenbaum's nuanced analysis of the role of class, ethnicity, and factionalism in the struggle for land and cultural survival in nineteenthcentury New Mexico, local society is often portrayed as a monolithic
block. 20 Without denying the presence and power exercised by outside
agents in the struggle for the commons, we would like to return local
peoples to a more central, active, and transformative role in their own
history, as well as pay closer attention to the relationship of internal
social differentiation and class stratification in the breakup of the commons. Local society responded to capitalist expansion, commodity production, and the privatization of resources not only through resistance
but also with opportunism. In the discussion to follow, we will meet
many individuals-mostly elite members of Mora society-who litigated
and fought not so much to defend the commons as to get a piece of it.
Unlike the hundred or so prior mercedes, Mora came to life on the
eve of a new historic age; an age in which commercial capitalism, individualism, and commoditization began to thoroughly redefine the
centuries-old regime of corporate social structures, communal ownership of land, and subsistence-oriented economies. In fact, it appears
that the new forces affected the nature of the Mora grant even before
the agraciados cheerfully shouted their "vivas aDios y a La NaciOn" on
that October day in 1835. While the wording and structure of the Mora
grant conformed with long-standing usages-private arable land, public meadows, common pastures and forests-the very size of the Mora
grant suggests that the Mexican government's land policy east of the
Sangre de Cristo was motivated as much by geopolitical considerations
(and possibly by officials' greed) as by the desire to legalize the settlers' occupation of public land. 21 By the 1830s, in response to the reality of American expansionism, traditional institutions such as the
community or settler merced (customarily granted to satisfy the subsistence requirements of a local population in new areas of settlement)
redefined themselves and evolved new functions and meanings that included ways to create a bulwark against American encroachment as well
as encourage the ideology of quick wealth through speculation. 22 Mora
was but one of a number of huge grants made during the Mexican pe-
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riod to the north and east of the old core of Spanish settlement and the
approximately 827,000 acres that fell within Mora's boundaries far exceeded the immediate needs of the seventy-six grantees and their families who clustered in two small placitas in the grant's southwest corner.
H is not surprising then that the grant, encompassing a huge amount of
"unoccupied" land and born under the dawning light of speculation in
which both the Mexican and Anglo elite operated as the principal architects, would find itself subjected to incredible transformative pressures
as a result of class differentiation, economic growth, and population increase.
Be that as it may, the image we have of land tenure in 1835 Mora is
one in which individual families controlled some 1,450 acres at Santa
Gertrudis and a smaller amount at San Antonio. Clearly the economic
and social conditions o~the region at that time impeded the use of such
a huge amount of land by the original colonists. In fact, it appears that
throughout the 1830s and 1840s settlers did not consider the valley of
Mora, despite its fertile soils, abundance ofland and water, magnificent
scenery, and proximity to the Santa Fe Trail an attractive locale in which
to settle down and raise a family. Both Indians and Texans claimed the
lands east of the mountains and both expressed their control through
force of arms. Though the data is more suggestive than conclusive, it
appears that raids, or at least the threat of raids, from either the ancient
inhabitants or the aggressive Texans compelled many of the early
pobladores in Mora to abandon their suertes and move back to the western, more "civilized" side of the Sangre de Cristo. Of the original
seventy-six grantees, less than half (thirty or so) remained alive and/or
resided on the grant at the time of the last Mexican census in 1845. For
those who stayed, the insecurity of the area was such that not only did
they construct their houses in the traditional defensive plaza style, but
they also erected a wood block house and a two-story adobe fort on the
northwest and southeast corners of the plaza. 23 The land and water resources in the villages on the western side of the Sangre de Cristo, however, proved inadequate to meet the residents' demands and, as
population grew, many families moved over the mountains to the Mora
drainage. Since land was abundant and the new settlers contributed to
the area's security, the locals usually welcomed them and they easily
obtained permission to settle. In general, there were two traditional strategies utilized in the early decades of the grant's history to obtain recognized land rights. Both mechanisms contributed substantially to the·
fragmentation of the original common lands.
The first mechanism consisted of a subdivision of the original
merced. Used only during the Mexican period, it involved the issuance
of an independent grant for lands within the original merced. These secondary grants, or grants-within-grants, had to receive the governor's
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approval as well as that of the settlers on the original grant. They appear
to be unique to the Mora-Las Vegas area. 24 In the case of Mora, five
secondary mercedes appear in the historical record; three were community or settler grants (Guadalupita, Manuelitas, and the John Scolly
or La Junta grant), and two were claimed by individuals: the Ocate grant
by Manuel Alvarez and the Santiago Bone grant. Although the United
States government eventually confirmed only one (the Scolly grant),
the fact that so many overlapping/rival claims existed speaks of an increasingly intense struggle for land that developed along the eastern flank
of the Sangre de Cristo in the years immediately preceding the American invasion. 2s An extremely complex and multi-faceted phenomenon,
the competition involved groups and lone individuals that expressed
differing class interests, social organizations, and ethnic identities in their
interactions with each other and with the physical environment. The
results could be subtle and brutal. Consequently, even though both community settler and individual grants were, legally speaking, simply subtypes of mercedes, they in fact represented very different social and
economic realities.
Small farmers and ranchers, for example, favored the more traditional community grants to obtain access to the strategic resources necessary for social reproduction that operated under conditions of petty
commodity production which, in turn, was based upon crop- and
livestock-raising. Three of the community grants in the Mora area (the
original Mora grant and the Guadalupita and Manuelitas secondary
grants) centered on settlements located in intermontane valleys. They
consisted of a core, privatized area of tillable bottom lands and an outlying, communal area that included forests and pastures as well as the
headwaters and courses of the streams and acequias used for irrigation.
These grants, therefore, fostered a sense of place and community defined in terms of a set of common social interests focused on but not
limited to the land and its resources. In contrast, the Scolly grant diverged from this pattern. Located further out on the plains at the strategic junction of the Mora and Sapello rivers, it was originally issued as a
settler grant complete with commons. Apparently, though, the grantees
and their successors (mostly Anglo) treated the grant as private property and quickly divided the arable and pasture lands into individual
ranches.
In this division, the Scolly grant represented sociologically, if not
legally, the individual grants that responded to a different set of class
interests, economic agendas, and social actors than what the community grants did. Here the goal was not simply "subsistence" but rather
profits-either through the sale of the land (speculation) or commercial
ranching. Located on the eastern grasslands beyond the intermontane
valleys in drier and ecologically less diverse areas lacking both the for-
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est and agricultural resources of the west, the individual grants were
better suited for grazing rather than planting. Sparsely populated, they
lacked the centripetal forces of commons and acequias that fostered the
development of collective sensibilties in the settler grants.
The other method for the division and apportionment ofland in Mora
consisted of hijuelas (titles or deeds) issued by the juez de paz (local
authorities) to individual settlers/petitioners for specific plots or properties within a merced. The hijuelas often confirmed existing occupation, and in most cases conferred fee simple tenure for small tracts of
land that were usually, but not always, designated for agricultural suertes
and domestic solares (house plots). In contrast to the mercedes, the
newly-created juez de pruebas (probate judges) continued to grant
hijuelas throughout the first thirty years of American occupation, assuming many functions of the traditional juez de paz. Our discussion
here will focus on the hijuelas, since they shed much light on the history of settlement and patterns of land tenure in Mora during the early
Territorial period.
Mercedes grants, which required the approval of provincial officials,
ceased in 1846 with the end of Mexican rule over the territory. Hijuelas
grants, on the other hand, continued to to operate well into the American period because they were prerogatives of local officials. This was
common in Mora and Las Vegas. 26 To date, we have uncovered more
than a hundred separate hijuelas drawn up for lands within the Mora
grant. The earliest was issued in 1838, the last in 1883; the majority date
from the 1850s and 1860s.
Our analyses of these hijuelas show that once colonists nominally
occupied the forested valley of Santa Gertrudis-San Antonio, they then
turned their attention eastward towards the Santa Fe trail and to the
more open valleys and riverine environment of the grassy plains. The
puestos (outposts) of Golondrinas (1838), La Junta (1842), La Cueva
de los Pescadores (1844; now known.simply as La Cueva), and Buena
Vista (1844) were among the first occupied, and all were located along
the Mora river downstream from Santa Gertrudis, adjacent narrow ribbons of irrigable bottom lands snaking across the open plains. Whereas
the initial settlements of Santa Gertrudis-San Antonio provided access
to water, farmland, and forest, the new settlements oriented themselves
toward water, farmland, and grass; a combination that reflects the central importance that buffalo ·hunting and sheep herding played in this
expanding ranchero economy.27 .
Once the Americans arrived, the pace of regional reorganization of
geopolitical and ethnic relations that began with the initiation of the Santa
Fe trade intensified.· Commerce and Indian hostilities increased, Fort
Union was established in 1851; and the first wave of immigrants from
Europe and the eastern United States arrived. In just fifteen years,
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1845-60, the population grew from less than one thousand to over 5,500.
Within the Mora grant, the attention of the settlers returned to the sheltered intermontane valleys of the west. During the early 1850s, colonists formally occupied the most attractive valley lands around the Santa
Gertrudis-San Antonio core: Coyote and Santa Rita Coyote (now known
as Lucero), located along the Coyote river a few kilometers below
Guadalupita, had settlers by 1853. Guadalupita, initially settled in 1837
but later abandoned, was reoccupied, while lands at Agua Negra
(Holman), lying upstream from San Antonio, were granted by 1856, as
were lands at La Cebolla (Ledoux), located in a parallel valley south of
Santa Gertrudis. 28 Thus, by the mid-1850s, settlers occupied the most
attractive bottom land sites within the upper Mora drainage. In many
cases, the suertes ran from the river or stream up to the ceja (ridge) of
the mesa or hills enclosing the valley and separating it from the adjacent drainage. This pattern gave each colonist direct access to water,
arable land, and limited forest resources for firewood and building materials. It also had the effect of partitioning and privatizing much of the
intermontane forest reserve within the grant. This was especially true
for the hills that separated the Rio Agua Negra-Mora from the Rio
Cebolla to the south, and from the Rio Coyote on the north.
During the next decade colonists continued to arrive and establish
new settlements further up the Mora and its tributaries toward the higher
valley lands located at the foothills of the mountains; Monte Aplanado
and Cafiada del Carro appear in public records for the first time in 1867
and 1868, respectively. At the same time, both individuals and groups
of settlers received hijuelas for lands at intervening areas such as
Chupaderos (1868) and La Jara-Laguna (1867-68), and for arable lands
in the eastern part of the grant at Ojo Feliz, Ciruela (1869) and Ocate.
The Ocate valley was among those sites allotted to a group of colonists; in 1865, an unoccupied area at Ojito del Salitre was divided into
fourteen parcels: eleven of the agraciados received one-hundred varas,
another agraciados acquired fifty. The three principal pobladores, however-Dionisio, Ursulo, and Urban Lucero-claimed a total of975 varas.
The settlers apparently knew of the Ocate grant and were aware ofthe
possibility that others might file counterclaims for the lands these
pobladores possessed, since they all agreed to share legal costs for any
future litigation concerning their titles. 29
In June of 1869 a group of thirty-three settlers requested a new
repartici6n of the lands at Golondrinas that lay abandoned during the
late 1850s. Included among the petitioners were six non-Mexicans who
hoped to take advantage of their proximity to Fort Union. One month
later, the Juez de Pruebas, Vicente Romero, approved the petition. 30
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We will refer to those hijuelas made to groups of petitioners as "settler hijuelas" in order to distinguish them from the hijuelas issued to
individuals. Settler hijuelas were really subgrants, and unlike the individual hijuela, conveyed to the recipients rights to more than just arable
property. In the case of the Ocate and Golondrinas hijuelas, for example,
the settlers obtained a block of land that included both arable and pasture land as well as some woodland. Though the granting of sub-grants
and settler hijuelas within an original grant represented the continuation of the traditional pattern, it also contributed paradoxically to the
fragmentation and progressive individualization of the grant's lands.
Rather than remaining in the hands of the grant's trustees-the community as a whole-the rights of property and usufruct ended up in the
control of the residents of the distinct settlements. In other words, the
settler hijuelas granted to the inhabitants of a particular placita both arable and pasture land, and effectively prohibited other grant residents
from using those lands. Under these settler hijuelas, the agraciados and
their heirs treated the pasture lands as their exclusive domain and after
five years of occupation and use, they came to consider these lands as
private property. In this manner, important quantities of what was originally common land came to pass into the de facto and even de jure
private control of local settlers.
The cases of Golondrinas and Ocate especially illustrate this process. The Golondrinas settlers received approximately 30,000 acres for
their exclusive use. 31 While no mention either of the number of varas or
the amount of arable land within the area each settler received exists,
the greater part of this acreage consisted largely of grazing land, and
this property was reserved for the thirty-three agraciados. The
repartici6n of the lands at Ocate also exemplifies the growing trend toward exclusivity of private property rights over grazing lands. The fifteen recipients of the Ocate hijuela received in private property their
cultivable suertes adjacent to the Rio LeFebres as well as collective
ownership of a surrounding tract of grazing lands of unknown acreage.
No one questioned the fact that these lands were reserved for the exclusive use of the agraciados since the petitioners clearly stated that they
promised to improve the land with a fence. Substantial tracts of nearby
pastures were also under private domain by this time since the eastern
border of the Ojito del Salitre settlers was the estancia (cattle ranch) of
Santiago Valdez. 32
We have highlighted the information contained in the documents
that relates to the northern and eastern parts of the Mora grant because
the major part of the original common lands were located in these ar"
eas. If it is true that huge portions of the Mora grant entered the twentieth century as common lands and did not become privatized until the
conclusion of the partition suit in 1915-16, then the eastern grazing lands
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would be most affected. The available documentation is frustratingly
incomplete and we cannot present a detailed history of the evolution of
land tenure in these areas at this time. If the data contained in the documents from Golondrinas, Ocate and from other localities in the eastern
half of the grant are representative, however, then it seems that even by
the 1860s large portions (but not all) of the lands suitable for grazing
were occupied and either under de facto private control or considered a
collective resource of the nearby residents, and were therefore no longer
available to any and all who resided on the grant. This seems especially
true for lands located adjacent to water sources. We know that many of
these tracts were effectively privatized simply through occupation and
that people seldom made or recorded deeds. If they were recorded, they
often appear in deed books as one of the many "confirmations" of existing rights drawn up early in the twentieth century. In fact, we suspect
that by the turn of the century, settlers who controlled nearby sources
of water or who owned capital in the form of cattle and/or sheep were
exploiting much of the eastern "commons." Most discussions overlook
this point, implying instead that "open" commons facilitated the development of a democratic, egalitarian social organization predicated on
equal access to pasture. In the case of the open commons of the eastern
grasslands, the situation appears just the opposite, since livestock ownership-one of the principal forms of wealth in this agrarian societywas highly stratified. The 1880 agricultural census, for example, shows
that only 22 percent (n=55) of a total of 248 "farm operators" in five
precincts reported sheep "on hand," and but a handful of operators held
most of the reported animals. 33 It is highly unlikely that the hundreds of
small and medium-size rancheros residing in the placitas of western Mora
(ten to twenty-five miles away) directly exploited the eastern commons.
Rather, the few wealthy individuals who owned most of the livestock
and contributed to the subsistence of the many Uobs or income through
partido contracts) held the eastern part of the grant in oligopolistic control. Olen Leonard stated the case clearly in his 1940 study of El Cerrito
in neighboring San Miguel county:
[I]n most of the Spanish-American villages the "common" or grazing
lands were being used by only a few families. Although many ofthe
grantees would retain a few sheep or cattle most of the livestock became concentrated in a few hands. These big livestock owners were
known as the patrones of the villages upon whom the majority of the
other families depended for work. 34
Through investment in and ownership of livestock, large ranchers
and patrones gradually came to control much of the grazing land and
eventually used occupancy as their principal argument in sustaining
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claims of absolute property rights to the commons during the partition
suit. Numerous examples abound that suggest that decades before the
1916 conclusion of the partition suit great tracts of the original ejidos
were no longer free and open. Instead, wealthy individuals and eventually large cattle companies became the principal controllers of these range
lands. However, our thesis-that many tens of thousands of acres eventually fell under the control of a few-does not imply that small ranchers were totally excluded from the commons by the 1870s or 1880s. The
commons were still an important and valuable component in the livelihoods of los hombre pobres at this time, and many took actions in order
to defend these lands against speculators and large ranches. 3' In 1878,
920 Mora residents petitioned Congress to reconsider the grant's confirmation since the wording of the patent clearly opened the door for a
speculator takeover. 36 Their request fell on deaf ears, and by 1890, the
Gonas Blancas undertook more direct action by extending their fencecutting.activities-a protest against timber resource losses and commons
enclosures-from neighboring San Miguel County to Mora. 37
The reduction of the Mora commons, then, was a process that lasted
many decades. Although the settler hijuelas contributed to this process,
the available evidence suggests that the bulk of the lands removed from
common tenure on the eastern ranges were privatized through simple
occupation without formal community approval and without clear legal
title. Large Anglo-owned cattle companies were the major actors in this
takeover of the commons, and became important targets for the Gonas
Blancas.
The Western Investment Company, for example, held 8,000 acres in
the east central portion of the grant and claimed that it had been in open,
"uncontested" possession of the property since 1860. 38 An even larger
tract of land, c~nsisting of some 60,000 valuable acres in the same area,
had been occupied since the 1890s. 39 The Wendling Cattle Company
"owned" roughly 21,472 acres in the southeast corner of the grant adjacent the Mora river. We have no documentation concerning "purchases"
or transactions that conveyed ownership of these lands. It appears that
the company simply moved its stock onto the range prior to 1896, exploited it as private property, and eventually claimed ownership on the
basis of occupancy. 40 In similar fashion, John D. W. and Elmer E. Veeder
obtained file title to the Laguna Salada ranch, which encompassed some
17,000 acres near Fort Union. 41 Many non-Mexicano ranchers claimed
that they obtained their properties in the 1860s and 1870s through purchases from previous Mexicano owners who, in turn, had established
legal rights to the land through occupancy and use. William B. Brunton
was one of these who put together a very valuable ranch along the Mora
river at Cherry Valley in 1884. He stated he had obtained his ranch, which
included both irrigated bottom land and upland pasture, through pur-
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chase from previous owners and residents. While Brunton and other
"second generation" owners in the area drew up deeds to formalize their
transactions, "first generation" residents presented no legal documentation or citations to support their title claims. 42 In his statement to the
court, Brunton took special care to emphasize that he held the land under absolute ownership and not as a cotenant of the Mora grant. 43
The Union Land and Grazing Company-formed in 1885 by eastern speculators and capitalists who eventually bought the interests of
Stephen B. Elkins in the Mora grant-waged the most aggressive and
successful campaign for the privatization of the eastern pastures. 44 In
one of its more spectacular moves, the company took advantage of the
vacuum produced by the abandonment of Fort Union and the cessation
of the Army's claim to the 50,000 acres which had comprised the Fort
Union Military Reservation. When the Army ceded the premises in 1894,
title reverted to the "owners" of the grant. Union Land and Grazing,
claiming that it held interests equivalent to 90 percent of the land in that
part of the grant, immediately occupied the premises, known as the Fort
Union Range and Pasture, and within ten years fenced it with barbed
wire on three sides. 4s
The company's occupation of these pastures did not go uncontested;
however. In 1913 it filed suit against a local resident, Marcos Salas,
charging him with illegally pasturing 250 sheep on the southern part of
the range held in reserve for winter grazing of cattle. What is especially
significant in this case is that in his defense, Salas did not argue that the
lands were open commons or public domain. Rather, he claimed that
the lands in question-some 2,500 acres located north of the community of Lorna Parda-were owned by his brother Porfirio Salas who pastured more than 700 sheep on the land and who had already initiated a
quiet title suit for the premises against the claims of Union Land and
Grazing. 46 Salas could not provide documentation to support his occupation of the pastures, and he obviously he lacked the political leverage
possessed by Union Land and Grazing. Consequently, the court decided
in favor of the latter, decreeing that Salas' property consisted of a much
smaller tract restricted to the Mora river valley and did not include the
adjacent upland pasture. In November of the same year, the company
obtained a perpetual injunction prohibiting the Salas brothers from trespassing on the company's property. 47 Union Land and Grazing's control
of these and other adjacent properties was formalized in 1914 when it
obtained title to a total of 73,734 contiguous acres in the Fort UnionTurkey Mountain area. Some 1,700 acres controlled by the residents of
Lorna Parda comprised the only common lands in the area to survive
this onslaught. 48
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In short, by the late 1860s and continuing through the 1870s and
1880s Anglo cattle ranchers-independents as well as companiesmoved onto the open and sparsely populated ranges of the eastern part
of the grant. Through the purchase of undivided interests in the grant
from heirs of the original agraciados, or more commonly, through occupation of tracts of these open ranges, they established proprietary rights
to the former commons which the courts eventually confirmed as fee
simple tenure during the course of the partition suit. The significance of
the partition suit, therefore, was not that it suddenly "sold-off' half a
million or more acres of common land to outside speculators in a single
1916 transaction. Rather, the partition suit served as the mechanism
which gave legal sanction and title to the existing occupation of hundreds of thousands of acres by "segregating" these properties from the
undivided lands claimed by speculators. Western Investment, Wendling
Cattle, the Veeders, Union Land and Grazing, William Brunton, .and many
others all received title to their claims as a result of the partition suit.
The 1916 sale, which disposed of the commons that had survived until
that date, did not affect their properties.
In the central part of the grant, the trend toward the privatization of
the commons also proceeded at a brisk pace after the 1850s. Due to the
existence of riverine agricultural villages and a more populated and competitive social landscape, however, the mechanisms most preferred by
astute and powerful men for taking over the commons consisted of the
combination of purchase and occupancy. While William Brunton's
Cherry Valley property mentioned above illustrates this process, one of
the best documented examples involved Mora county Probate Judge
Vicente Romero. By 1853 Romero, who' had married a daughter of one
of the original Mora grantees, had begun an aggressive program to obtain the lands in and'around La Cueva, a particularly attractive and wellwatered locale nested between three streams: the Coyote and Mora rivers
and La Jara creek. During the 1850s and 1860s, Romero bought out most,
ifnot all, of the original settlers-agraciados at La Cueva, obtaining title
to the suertes of 50, 100, or 150 varas which the grantees had received
in private ownership at the time of the repartition of the La Cueva lands
in 1844. This was not simply an economic process, however, since force
and politics were involved, and not all the sales were without coercion.
Jose Manuel Cordoba, owner of an impressive 3,200 varas of land along
the Coyote River, felt so harassed by the trespass of Romero's herds of
cattle, horses, and sheep on his lands that he sued Romero in District
Court for damages. Eventually, though, he realized that the combination of court costs, the continuing predations of Romero's stock, and
Romero's political clout were overwhelming, and he finally decided to
sell out to the patron for twenty-five cents per vara. 49
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Once Romero had consolidated his control over the low-lying agricultural lands along the waterways, he enclosed them with a fence, and
built an impressive six-mile-long irrigation ditch that watered the cultivated lands and led into two artificial reservoirs. The adjacent upland
or pasture land between the fenced-in arable land and the surrounding
hills was managed as private property, since these pastures were recognized as having "belonged" to the holders of the original suertes. During testimony taken to establish the ownership of the Romero lands,
Rafael, Vicente's son, fielded questions as to how the pasture lands were
managed "with reference to the animals of other people." He answered:
"They were always kept off. They were not allowed in there unless it
was by consent or pay. "SO Ultimately, the Romero property grew to
20,000 acres, and the La Cueva Ranch Company, which succeeded the
family-owned business in 1883, claimed that improvements on the ranch
totaled at least $lOO,OOO.sl After their purchase of the property, the
Anglo-financed company immediately put up some forty miles offence
around the property, enclosing in the process some adjacent "unoccupied" grazing land which had not been included in the original sale. Their
justification for taking possession of these lands was a one seventysixth interest in the grant purchased from C. T. C. White, one of the
financial backers of the La Cueva Ranch Company. S2
The same process, although on a much smaller scale, occurred to
the south, on the Sapello river. Jose Y. Lujan purchased or otherwise
obtained rights to eighteen to twenty of the original suerte allotments
and consolidated them into a single ranch of some 1,480 acres which
included agricultural bottomlands as well as open pasture. S3 Nearby,
Henry Goke had obtained a deed from Aniceto Salazar in May of 1872
for a piece of property which consisted of rolling upland mainly suited
for pasture but with some cultivable land. Goke's employee, John Taylor, testified that one of his major responsibilities included making sure
that other people's stock did not invade the land. Taylor claimed (truthfully or not) that the residents of Sapello had recognized the land as
Goke's property since at least 1872. Other witnesses, including Juan
Jose Marea and Julian Blea corroborated Taylor's testimony, but we do
not know if all ofGoke's neighbors agreed with this. Goke himself stated
that in addition to the deed obtained in 1872, he had received two other
conveyances from the same Salazar in 1883 for about 1,600 acres, and
that he used the lands exclusively for pasture. He further claimed that
some of the lands in question had been under exclusive ownership since
the mid-1840s. S4
Another mechanism employed to transform former ejidos into private property decades before the 1916 settlement of the partition suit
consisted in a novel use of the hijuela. Traditionally, individual or private hijuelas were granted only for agricultural suertes and/or house
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lots. By the 1860s, however, in apparent response to economic growth
and the increasing commercial value of local resources, a number of
individuals received hijuelas which granted them title to forest and pasture lands-properties once considered communal resources. It is difficult to determine how widespread this practice was since we have
uncovered only three donaciones or titu/os of this type, and all were
granted in the period when Vicente Romero held the office of Mora
county probate judge. The first was issued in 1860 to Frank Weber, one
of the agraciados in the second distribution of land at Golondrinas.
Weber solicited and was granted "un pedaso de tierra en e/ /lano para
(pastura?) para sus anima/es co/indantes a sus terrenos."55 Weber already held lands north and west of this"pedaso," which bounded on
the east and south by streams. Although Weber was an Anglo, this valu'able property did not remain in Anglo hands since he marrried a local
woman and by the second generation the Weber lineage had become
thoroughly Mexicano in culture and identity, reflecting a common pattern throughout the early twentieth century.
A second titulo was issued to Tomas Lucero in 1868 for a strip of
property (three and one-haif miles long and possibly one and one-half
miles wide) located between the communities of La Cueva and
.Manuelitas in the south central part of the grant. Although the documents do not provide details on the nature or potential use of the land,
the general area which it describes is mostly low forest, with limited
amounts of meadow and arable land. 56 Probate judge Vicente Romero
made the third donaci6n in the same year for another tract of mountain
forest west of San Antonio. Originally granted to three individuals, this
"pedaso" extended from the peaks of the Jicarita Mountains to the low~r
foothills, and contained as much as 20,000 acres covered in pine and
spruce. 57 Clearly, Romero made this hijuela in response to the increasing demand and value of timber. The competition for timber had intensified by the end of the century and a number of local entrepreneurs
had set up small commercial sawmills throughout the area. Much of the
timber for these operations came from the "common" undivided forest
reserves, which was exploited by the mill owners as if it were private
property.
By the 1880s, the pressures for individualization and privatization
had grown so intense that not only were donaciones issued for forest
and range lands, but even the "ancient" vega lands located adjacent to
the communities were eventually divided among the inhabitants. In 1887
the authorites of Santa Gertrudis de Mora convened a public meeting in
which they "enthusiastically" decided to divide the 780 acres of the adjacent meadows among the 311 residents who possessed recognized
rights to the commons. In a transaction which clearly reflected the patriarchal social order and gender hierarchy, the commons were divided
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into parcels of two and one-half acres for each male twenty-one years
of age or over. Only widowed female heads of household could obtain
land parcels. A commission of twenty "leading" community members
presided over the survey and repartition of the lands, thus bringing to
an end the last of the common lands in the valley of Santa
Gertrudis-Mora. S8 The same process occurred at Guadalupita in 1889.
There a five-man committee supervised the division of the common
lands vacated in the Guadalupita canyon (upriver from the community?)
into eighty-five parcels (each 195 yards wide).s9
Wherever we look, whether to the forested mountain slopes of the
western part of the grant, or to the open grasslands of the center and
east, or to the community vegas themselves, we find evidence of
privatization and individualization of categories of land-pasture and
forest-which had traditionally been reserved for community use. The
importance of this material is that it demonstrates the problems with
the schematic view that the only private lands within the Mora grant
prior to the conclusion of the partition suit consisted of valley bottom
lands, that the ejidos and forests remained essentially intact as community preserves, and that only outsiders and speculators were involved in
the process of privatization. On the basis of our data such an interpretation is no longer sustainable. By no means are we suggesting that all the
common lands were privatized prior to the partition suit. What we are
arguing is that the partition suit comprised the provocative climax to a
process that began half a century earlier and which involved not only
the courts and speculators but also cattlemen and local people-all engaged in a struggle for increasingly valuable land and water-who manipulated both traditional instruments (such as hijuelas) and introduced
legal concepts and mechanisms to gain control of increasingly valuable
resources. These approaches included the idea that the grant belonged
only to those named in the patent, and that the grant could be divided
into seventy-six interests or fractions thereof.
Previous accounts of the privatization of the Mora commons have
correctly emphasized the role of outside speculators and the United
States judicial system. It is clear that poli tically powerful men like
Stephen Elkins contributed in a major way to the privatization of the
commons through their capacity to affect the patenting process in Congress. These men also imposed the concept that the seventy-six grantees and "their heirs and assigns"-rather than the grant residents as a
corporate body-owned the grant. This major legal coup effectively subverted the original social nature of the community grant and allowed
the speculators to claim ownership of much of the grant and to institute
the partition suit which legally terminated the era of common lands.
What some of the speculators claimed they owned on the basis of the
deeds they held, and what they actually possessed were two different
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things, however. To understand these events and to appreciate the role
of the partition suit in the privatization of the common lands we turn
now to the court record and to activities of the speculators.
Unlike the majority ofland grants in northern New Mexico, the Mora·
grant moved through the process of confirmation rapidly. As mentioned,
the process was initiated in the mid-1850s when Jose Maria Valdez and
Vicente Romero, two of the wealthiest men in Mora, requested, through
their attorneys, the confirmation of the grant "on behalf of themselves
and the other inhabitants settlers of the valley of Mora" (sic).60 On 9
July 1859, Surveyor General William Pelham recommended approval of
the grant, and the following year, on 21 June 1860, Congress confirmed
the grant. Before it could be patented, however, the grant first had to be
surveyed. Here problems and controversy arose as to the precision of
the origi nal survey, the location of the grant's boundaries, the actual
size of the grant, and confusipn over the status of Fort Union (eventually segregated from the grant) and the John Scolly grant located at the
Sape1l6-Mora junction. 61 These problems entailed both political and
technical resolutions, which took sixteen years to work out. The patent
was eventually issued on 15 August 1876 in the name of the original
seventy-six agraciados, "their heirs and assigns," for the amount of
827,621 acres. 62
The patent's wording and issuence in the name of the seventy-six
settlers and their heirs and assigns represented a significant redefinition
of the grant's ownership. Remember that Jose Maria Valdez and Vicente
Romero had sought confirmation of the grant "on behalf of themselves
and other inhabitants, settlers of the Valley of Mora." Through this statement, they acted in accordance with the long-established principle that
the unalloted lands of the grant belonged to the community as a corporate body, and that all recognized residents and members possessed
rights in the corporate resources. 63 This action followed the spirit of the
"community grant" and the theory under which the probate judges in
Mora operated when they granted land through the issuance of hijuelas
and titulos de propiedad. Under United States jurisdiction, however, the
concept of the "settler grant" or "tenants in common" arose, based on
the premise that the ownership of tIle grant rested not with the residents
and members of the community but solely with the original grantees or
with those who derived title through purchase or inheritance from these
original "owners."64 The question of to whom the grant would be issued
factored into the negotiations during the long patenting process. Would
it be patented in the name of the "Town of Mora" in accordance with
the usage found in the Surveyor General's record, or would it be patented more restrictively in the name of the early settlers, their heirs and
assigns?
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Its final issuance in the latter format rests largely on the work and
influence of Congressman Stephen B. Elkins. Since the late 1860s,
Elkins, in partnership with other well-known speculators including Thomas B. Catron, had purchased and otherwise acquired interests in the
Mora grant from the original grantees or from their heirs. They were so
successful in obtaining deeds to these interests that Elkins alone eventually claimed to own over 50 percent of the grant and Catron's widow
another 30 percent. 65 To substantiate their claim, however, the speculators made sure that the grant was patented in the name of the first set. tiers, their heirs and assigns. 66 With this accomplished, the next step in
the planned takeover of the grant involved the filing of a partition suit.
This suit was required since, according to United States law, the interests held by the speculators were "undivided"; that is, they conveyed
to their holders rights to a certain percentage of the unallotted lands,
but they did not specify or identify any particular property or exact acreage. Through a partition suit, the number of interests would be determined, and the court would make a judgment as to the nature and
feasibility of a physical division of the grant among the holders of the
various interests. If such a division was not possible or practical-it
almost never was-then the unallotted commons would be sold at public auction, the proceeds divided among the holders of the interests,
and the land itself deeded to the purchaser. In March 1877, Elkins, together with Probate Judge Vicente Romero-who by this time also
owned a number of interests in the grant-filed suit in district court for
a partition of the grant. Their hope was that in a relatively brief period
they would either obtain the lion's share of the grant land, or at least
realize a handsome profit on their investment in the sale of those lands.
Before we trace the formal history of the partition suit and determine its impact on the actual disposition and distribution of land within
the grant, we must discuss the nature of the interests obtained by the
speculators. When the United States government patented the Mora grant
in the name of the original settlers, it implicitly divided the grant for
legal purposes into seventy-six distinct interests, one for each of the
grantees. In theory, each grantee possessed a claim to one
seventy-sixth of the total grant, or 10,889.75 acres. If the grantee had
two heirs, each inherited one-half of one seventy-sixth interest. The
two children or heirs of one of these, in turn, would inherit one-half of
one-half of one seventy-sixth interest, etc. The reconstruction of genealogies and identification of the legal heirs of the grantees, as well as
the determination of the mathematical value of each of these ramifying
interests, comprised an incredibly difficult and tedious task for the courts
and remains so for historians. According to the interpretation created
by the lawyer-speculators, only those individuals who were the heirs
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or assigns of these interests possessed rights in the grant. The number
of interests they held limited the amount of land to which they were
entitled. This neat formula was· far out of sync with reality, though.
On the ground, the grant operated according to customary tenure
usages which provided land to residents according to need and socioeconomic position, independent of any claims derived from the original
grantees. As the history of the hijuelas and tHulos de propiedad demonstrates, these claims, if they were known, simply were not taken into
consideration. In short, Mora was managed as a "community grant" at
least up until the 1880s, when the definition of the "settler grant," divisible into seventy-six original interests, began to erode the original meaning and concept of the grant.
In anticipation of this redefinition, Stephen Elkins began to acquire
interests in the Mora grant as early as 1866. 67 He very quickly envisioned
an operation to gain control of as much of the land as possible and to
reap a large profit. This consisted of the formation of a partnership in
1869-70 comprised of Elkins, Catron, Samuel S. Smoot, E.J. Darling, a
government surveyor from Kansas, and Brown Murray, a New York resident who apparently served as a front man for Surveyor General T. Rush
Spencer. 68 Smoot and Darling agreed to survey the grant at their own
expense and to furnish a maximum of $5,000 cash to purchase interests
from the original grantees; Elkins stated he would provide his services
as an attorney to obtain the deeded interests. Murray (for Spencer)
planned to promote the sale of the grant in the East.
Elkins and Catron quickly went about tracking down-through their
agents-the living grantees or their immediate heirs. By 1870 they reportedly had acquired sixteen of the one seventy-sixth interests, paying sums as low as $20 per interest. 69 It must be pointed out, however,
that while Elkins and Catron typified the unethical lawyers of the day,
and were by far the most (in)famous of the speculators to deal in the
Mora grant, they were not alone. 70 Initial analysis of the deeds drawn
up to record the sale of the original interests shows that by the 1880s
many other individuals had jumped on the bandwagon to get a piece of
the Mora grant. Almost all of these were, by occupation, "professional"
people; most were lawyers and landowners, and one was a priest. Many
are well-known in local history: Elmer Veeder, Casimiro Barela, P. D.
St. Vrain, Charles A. Spiess, Octavio A. Larrazolo, Frank Springer, and
Father J. B. Guerin to name but a few. 7I By the time these people got
involved in the land grant business, the bargain basement prices of $20
which Elkins and Catron had paid in the late-1860s and early-1870s
were history. Father Guerin paid $300 in 1882 for one-half of
one-ninth of one seventy-sixth interest, and H. D. Retnken of Watrous
paid P.M. Sammons of Mora $1,000 for one-fifth of one-sixth of one
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seventh-sixth interest in 1900. 72 Just two years earlier Sammons had
purchased the same interest from Rafael Romero (son of Vicente) for
$3001'3
While the activities of the outside speculators has attracted the attention of historians, it should not be assumed that all who bought these
interests sought to speculate. To the contrary, many of the people who
obtained smaller interests were local folk who possessed farms and
ranches within the grant. Many of these local residents either retained
the interests they had received through inheritance, or they sought to
buy interests in order to have some legal basis to the lands which they
had occupied but for which they had no documentation. For example,
Mrs. Trinidad C. de Baca owned 833/10,000 of one seventy-sixth interest (!) and petitioned tha.t her interest be applied to thirteen separate
pieces of valley land which she had occupied for twenty-nine years.
The court upheld her claim. 74 Others hoped to apply their interest not to
lands already occupied but to obtain title to adjacent parcels. Brunton
stated that in addition to the lands he had purchased at Cherry Valley,
he had also acquired a number of undivided interests in the grant that
equalled 1,000 acres. He requested that in the event of partition, the
court grant him ownership to lands in that amount adjacent to his existing ranch. 75 Dolores Romero and his wife Maria Gertrudis Garcia requested that the one-sixth of one seventy-sixth interest which GarCia
had inherited from her father, Tomas Encarnacion Garcia-one of the
original grantees-be set apart contiguous to their property at La Cueva.
Clearly, the sale of some of the interests involved fraud. 76 One of
the most glaring cases involved the interest derived from the original
grantee, Pedro Aragon. By the late 1860s, Aragon had left the grant and
could not be located. When another man with the same name moved
onto the grant years later, he was approached by Juan Antonio Baca
who convinced him to sell the Aragon interest. 77 Pedro Aragon agreed
and this "sale" kept a number of clerks and lawyers busy for some time
trying to find out who was the "real" Pedro Aragon.
Second, a significant number of the heirs of the original grantees
no longer resided in Mora. Some lived in southern Colorado, while others, including the descendants of Carmen Arce-one of the principal
pobladores of the grant in I 835-'-had migrated to California. By the time
speculators or their agents contacted them, these individuals retained
few, if any, economic or social ties in the community. For them, the sale
of their interests represented a personal, unexpected windfall, and they
apparently transferred their rights in the grant with little thought or concern for wider community affairs.
When the "land sharks" set out to obtain the Mora grant, they expected the matter to be resolved in a relatively short time. 78 Contrary to
their plans, however, the partition suit did not proceed as expected. The
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number of parties that became involved in the suit as defendants, either
because they actually occupied the land or because they possessed deeds
to specific properties or undivided interests, swelled into the hundreds.
This, together with the size of the grant itself, greatly complicated the
proceedings. It also seems quite likely that the reaction of the grant inhabitants themselves and the social ferment of the 1880s and 1890sexpressed by the fence-cutting Gorras Blancas and the Peoples' Party
movement-eontributed to the temporary "shelving" of the partition suit.
Eventually, hope and patience wore thin for the first generation of speculators, and, unable to obtain de facto control' of the land, the
Elkins-Catron-Darling-Smoot-Spencer group disintegrated. All but
Catron eventually sold their interests to another eastern speculator, General Benjamin F. Buder of Massachusetts.
The first to bailout of the original group was Smoot who in 1882
sold to General Butler's son, Paul, his one-quarter (?) interest in the
grant for the sum of $10,000. 79 Since most of the conveyances of the
interests had been drawn up and recorded in Elkins' name, Smoot found
his claims to the interests (that had accumulated during the partnership).
difficult to sustain. Butler, perhaps realizing that he had bought worthless paper, then sold the same interests to another speculator, Frederick
Pearson, for $25,000. 80 Surveyor Darling pulled out next and in December of 1883 he and his wife sold their undivided interest to Butler for
$25,000.
Elkins soon followed suit. In 1884 he agreed to sell Butler all of his
interests in the Mora grant, estimated at 100,000 acres. The selling price
was $75,000. 81 Considering that Elkins probably spent less than $5,000
obtaining these interests, he stood to realize a tidy profit on the sale,
even though he did not actually occupy a single acre. Apparently, however, this deal fell through, possibly because Butler never paid Elkins. 82
Butler died in 1893 and his children and heirs, Paul and Blanche, together with Blanche's husband Adelbert Ames, continued the elder
Butler's quest to obtain the grant. In August of 1893 another deed was
recorded between Elkins and the Butlers which again conveyed title for
all of Elkins' personal holdings in the Mora grant. 83
An analysis of Elkins' abandonment of the Mora grant illuminates
a number of important points. First, even though Elkins was said to have
owned almost half of the grant (thirty-six of the seventy-six full interests), he himself recognized that this represented approximately 100,000
acres, not 350,000 acres, the figure stated by Knowlton. 84 Second, Elkins
also recognized that his title to the grant was shrouded in difficulties,
and for this reason he was willing to sell his interests for a price he
'
considered very low. 85
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By 1893 Elkins' involvement in the Mora grant ended, and two parties now held the majority interests: Thomas B. Catron and the
Butler-Ames family, (the major shareholders in the Union Land and
Grazing Company). Catron and his wife, Julia, claimed twenty-three of
the original seventy-six interests while the Butler-Ames faction held
another thirty-six, for a total of fifty-nine. Unable to cooperate or manage their interests collecthrely the Catrons and the Butlers decided to
divide their interests geographically: the Butlers deeded to the Catrons
all lands north of the thirty-sixth parallel (also known as the Fifth Correction Line), while the Catrons deeded to the Butlers and the Union
Land and Grazing Company the lands south of that line. 86
In his discussion of this agreement, Knowlton wrote: "Catron received 250,000 acres ... and the Butler heirs received 350,000 acres.... "87
While Knowlton does not state how he arrived at these figures, it appears that he took the original size of the grant, 82,7,000 acres, divided it
by seventy-six (the original number of interests), and obtained the figure of some 18,000 acres as the value of each interest. Catron's twenty-three interests converted into approximately 250,000 acres, and the
Butler's thirty-six into 350,000-400,000 acres. In this Knowlton simply followed the methodology employed by the courts early in the partition suit to determine an acreage figure for the undivided interests.
The problem with this methodology, however, was that it did not take
into consideration the hundreds of thousands of acres already occupied
by individuals who possessed no interest whatsoever or whose interests were insufficient to cover the amount of land they actually occupied. As the "undivided commons" gradually became occupied, the
theoretical acreage value of each interest fell. In fact, by the turn of the
century many calculated the value of their interests at 8,000 acres in
recognition of the fact that the so-called unallotted lands had been
greatly reduced in si~e. This error of evaluating the interests in terms of
the original size of the grant explains why some authors have concluded
that the speculators obtained as much as 80 or 90 percent of the total
grant. 88 While this may have been the goal of the speculators, it was not
realized. What the speculators eventually received was not the acreage
value of the interests they held on paper, but a share of the lands which
in 1915 remained unallotted or unclaimed by individuals in fee simple
tenure.
But this final resolution had not yet occurred when Catron and the
Butler faction imperiously split the grant in two. Catron, for his part,
held on to his interests until 1901 when he and his wife finally deeded
them to their son, Charles, forthe stated sum of $2,000. 89 Continuing in
the footsteps of his father, Charles Catron attempted to obtain clear title
to the grant and to prevent local people from exploiting the graiing and
forest resources north of the thirty-sixth parallel. Like his father, he
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had Ii ttle success. By the 1890s, the people of Mora clearly understood
the intentions of the speculators and other ricos, and community opposition had coalesced to such a degree that one of Catron's agents was
killed, and the senior Catron felt that his life was in danger when he was
in the area. 90 Local people refused to pay royalties to the Catrons or to
recognize in any way their claims to the lands. It appears, then, that the
Catrons received no income from their lands. They were, however, assessed county taxes on their interests, and this economic crunch brought
an end to Catron's decades-long attempt to gain control of the Mora
land grant.
From 1897 through 1910, the Catrons had steadfastly refused to pay
the taxes assessed against their claims. Finally, in November of 1911,
the county seized their interests for the accumulated back taxes of
$17,000. In February of 1913 the county sold these interests to Frank
Roy, a prominent local rancher and former Mora County Commissioner,
for the sum of $17,093. Two years later, in October of 1915, Roy sold
the interests for an unknown sum to the recently formed State Investment Company of East Las Vegas. 91
Such was the situation; in early 1915 when suddenly, for reasons
, not yet entirely clear, the partition suit was revived. District Court Judge
David 1. Leahy presided over the case and one of his first actions was to
rule that due to the difficulties of identifying the exact location and extent of the unallotted (common) lands, and of physically placing the
"owners" of the distinct interests in possession of such lands, the partition would be accomplished through a sale of the unallotted lands and
the division of the funds so obtained among the owners of the interests.
Under this arrangement, only the or individual(s) who actually bought
the land at auction would obtain any property; the rest of the holders of
the interests would receive a cash payment, the amount determined by
the number of interests held and the selling price of the land.
In Judge Leahy's second act, he segregated from the grant all those
lands actually occupied and/or for which claims and deeds had been
presented since the initiation of the suit in 1877. Determining the total
acreage of these occupied and segregated lands with precision is an impossible task, but the information contained in the list of "Exceptions"
drawn up by the court, and in survey plats from the period suggest that
at least 500,000 acres (probably more) were recognized as occupied
under some legal claim, and were therefore segregated from the grant
and not subject to partition or sale. These included the large cattle
ranches established in the eastern ranges as well as the more modest
ranches and so-called community lands that consisted of the arable and
adjacent woodlands occupied and exploited as private property by the
residents of the various settlements of the western valleys. The court
also stated that any other lands occupied under adverse possession, but
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not specifically mentioned in the "Exceptions" should be respected. 92
In effect, then, the court recognized the rights of hundreds of villagers
to the cultivated bottomlands and to the intervalley forests of western
Mora-for which deeds were almost non-existent-as well as the rights
to any property which could be demonstrated, through deeds or occupation, to have been under private, individual tenure for some years
(ten ?) prior to 1915. 93 For the "community lands" the court appointed
"trustees"-prominent local men-whose task was to issue deeds to the
rightful owners forall the properties occupied and contained within the
community tract. The responsibility for adjudication of the occupied
lands outside of the community tracts fell to the individual landowner,
and required the filing of an intervention with the court describing the
location of the lands and the conditions of occupation. This unfair requirement proved to be especially burdensome for the small- and
medium-sized rancher since it was the custom of the lawyers who drew
up the papers to receive 50 percent of the land for their fees. For the
larger ranchers this was less onerous since many were lawyers themselves or relied on the services of a brother or other family member.
The court identified the segregated portions of the grant and their
owners and on 18 December 1915 it ordered the remaining unallotted or
common lands sold at public auction. These lands were non-eontiguous;
they included both forests and pastures and they were geographically
dispersed throughout the western and eastern sections of the grant. We
suspect that some of the properties were actually exploited by adjacent
landowners as if they were private property, but had not been segregated from the grant due to inadequate documentation or failure to file
an intervention. Other tracts still constituted true commons and were
collectively and freely exploited by the local people for wood, forage,
hunting, and so forth.
What was the total acreage of these unalloted common lands? The
court record suggests a figure of 375,000 acres. There are uncertainties
in the methods and figures used to obtain this total, however. We suspect that the actual amount totalled less than 300,000 acres. 94 Based on
the available data, it appears that Knowlton's suggestion that some
600,000 acres were disposed of in the partition suit overestimated the
actual figure by as much as 100 percent. Whatever the exact number of
acres involved, it is clear that the lands were grouped into two bulk parcels. One consisted of the property north of the Fifth Correction Line,
where the majority of the land was situated, the other the lands south of
that line.
By ordering the unallotted lands sold in this manner, the court operated in accordance with the wishes of the speculators: it not only respected the long-standing Catron-Butler division of the unallotted
commons, but also effectively excluded all but the. wealthiest from bid-

ROBElIT D. SHADOW AND MARiA RODRIGUEZ-SHADOW

285

ding on the commons since it decreed that the land would be sold in
two very large tracts. Most local people, even if they had knowledge of
the proceedings, simply did not have the cash resources required to bid
for the premises. The social class orientations of the court could not be
clearer: not only would the remaining commons be converted into private property, but they would also be placed in the hands of the wealthy.
On 21 February 1916, Speci~l Master William E. Gortner, who may
have had personal and business connections with Catron, carried out
the "public" auction at the east door of the San Miguel County Court
House. 95 We do not know how many parties submitted bids, we only
have the results. The premises south of the line were bought.by the East
Las Vegas lawyer and former agent of the Union Land and Grazing Company, Edward B. Wheeler, for $6,000; the lands north of the correction
line, which we estimate at about 160,000 to 175,000 acres, were obtained
by the State Investment Company for the sum of $40,000. 96 The State
Investment Company had purchased the interests in these very same
lands just four months earlier from Frank Roy. By "re-purchasing" the
lands through auction, the company acted very shrewdly: it assured itself that it would receive clear and exclusive title to the lands; and it
accomplished this at little cost. Almost the entire $40,000 which the company bid for the lands was returned to it immediately! How was this
neat deal carried off? Since the company already owned twenty-three
interests (those purchased from Roy and others), it was entitled to receive payment for these interests from the funds obtained in the auction. The court determined that the value of the twenty-three interests,
after deducting costs, was $37,458, and it ordered that this amount be
paid to the company. Thus, for about $2,500 (plus the money it paid
Roy for the purchase of the interests) State Investment obtained title to
between 160,000 and 175,000 acres of Mora's common lands. Even
Wheeler got a small rebate on his purchase price of $6,000. Since he
owned a one-fourth of one seventy-sixth interest, he received $204 as
his share of the a uction proceeds. 97
Within a month of the sale, Special Master Gortner issued deeds to
both Wheeler and State Investment granting them title to all lands in
their respective areas not already segregated or occupied under adverse
possession. Thus, forty years after its filing, Mora County Civil Cause
632-the partition of the Mora grant-was finally adjudicated. This is
not the end of the story, though, for there still remain a number of interesting yet unanswered questions concerning the fate of the ex-commons.
Neither Wheeler nor State Investment harbored interest in producing
anything from the lands. They were not cattlemen, nor sheepmen, nor
farmers, nor people seeking livelihood through productive activity; both
were speculators-ruthless "man-eaters" or "sharks" according to local people, symbolically excluded from the moral order of decency and
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humanity-whose goals were to use the system to get rich (or richer) as
quickly as possible. 98 To complete the history of the Mora commons,
then, and to explain the role of the National Forest Service in this
chronicle, we must consider what Wheeler and State Investment did with
their properties in the aftermath of the partition suit, and the impact of
the loss of the commons on the villagers of Mora:
With the question of legal title apparently resolved, Wheeler and
the State Investment Company took actual possession of their lands.
Not surprisingly, this led to another round of litigation when the new
owners attempted to occupy or dispose of lands which they considered
unoccupied but which in fact were in use or claimed by individuals as
private tracts or by people who had exploited them as commons. One
of the areas of greatest controversy concerned a strip of valuable forest
lands on the western edge of the grant, sOJl.1e three miles wide and thirtythree miles long. The problem arose due to changes in the location of
the western boundary of the grant. The original boundary line, run by
surveyor Thomas Means, was located high in the mountains, roughly
paralleling the divide between the Rio Grande and Rio Mora drainages.
Means' survey was technically faulty, however, and both the General
Land Office and the Surveyor General sent new survey parties into the
mountains to better locate the boundary. One of these, made in 1882,
located the western boundary some three miles east of the Means line.
The General Land Office accepted this survey, and thereby reduced the
size of the Mora grant and placed within the public domain-open to
homesteading-the three by thirty-three mile strip of land between the
Mora grant and the recently created Pecos National Forest. Since the
1860s and 1870s, individuals from Mora had moved into this area of the
common resources within the grant to set up sawmills and had successfully defeated Catron's repeated attempts to evict them or to collect
royalties.
After the boundary was moved to the east, many of these people
suddenly found themselves on public-not grant-land, and thereby
subject to the land laws governing the settling and occupation of public
lands. Another survey, made by Alonzo Compton in 1909, reestablished
the boundary at about the same longtitude as the 1882 survey. After the
partition suit, the State Investment Company and Wheeler sued to have
the original Means line recognized as the official western boundary since
this would place them in possession of another one hundred square miles
of forest. 99 The United States Supreme Court eventually reviewed the
case which upheld the lower courts' decision that Wheeler and State
Investment owned the disputed strip, subject to the stipulation that the
occupants of the land who had legally entered the premises under small
holding claims or otherwise while it was public land could not be deprived of their property. In 1934, Wheeler was forced to make quit claims
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deeds to ninety small holders for a total of almost 11 ,000 acres. The
State Investment Company, for its part, deeded more than 4,200 acres
to forty-three small holders for their properties in the strip north of the
Fifth Correction Line. loo In this manner, more than 14,000 acres offorest within the strip between the Means and Compton survey lines were
retained by local residents, not as commons, however, but in fee simple
tenure.
Perhaps the most interesting event in the history of these forest lands
took place in 1931 when the State Investment Company turned over to
the National Forest Service the remaining forest which it held in the
strip, some 41,000 acres, in exchange for lumber rights in Washington.
In this manner, some of the most important forest lands within the Mora
grant passed through almost the entire gamut of tenure forms: from unrestricted commons to private property to public lands open to regulated exploitation. In recent decades, at least, the latilla (timber),
hunting, pasture and firewood resources on these lands have been exploited mainly by local residents.
South of the Fifth Correction Line, in the Wheeler tract, the overwhelming majority of the land remained private property. In part this is
because here, in the Manuelitas creek and Rito de Gascon area, the inhabitable v.alleys extend further west than they do north of the line, and
Wheeler was forced to issue deeds to many of the rancheros who settled
this area during the late-nineteenth century. In addition, it appears that
he was able to retain thousands of acres of forested ex-commons both
within and adjacent to the disputed three mile strip. Most of this property he sold not to the National Forest Service but to third parties. Today it remains private property, closed to community or public access. tol
One exception is the Capulin canyon area, a forested tract of some
7,100 acres which the National Forest acquired from Gross, Kelley and
Company in 1942 under an exchange agreement similar to that carried
out with State Investment. We suspect that Gross, Kelley and Company
obtained title to the property from Wheeler. Currently the pasture on
these lands is exploited by permit holders who almost without exception are local small-scale ranchers. The same holds true for other areas
of the former grant which are now held by the National Forest Service.
Whereas the National Forest system is generally viewed as having
played a major role in the breakup of the commons and in the dispossession of local people from their traditional resources, in Mora the situation evolved a bit differently. The partition suit first converted the forest
reserve that dominated the 'western part of the grant into private property, placed in the hands of outside speculators. Because the Mora grant
confirmation occurred before the 1897 Sandoval decision-which ruled
that common la nds belonged to the government and not to the communities-the National Forest Service obtained no interests in the Mora
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grant either before or during the partition suit of 1916, and did not appear on the scene until after the 1930s. 102 Ironically, its role since then
has been to transfer ownership of previously privatized common lands
to the public domain, and thus make available to local people-albeit
on a regulated basis~some of the resources seized by the speculators.
The speculators also obtained title to many thousands of acres of
mountain forest outside the strip of land which eventually passed to the
National Forest Service. State Investment alone owned at least 20,000
acres spread across the northwest corner of the grant above the village
of Chacon. With their title established, State Investment began to sell
the properties outside of the disputed strip where commercial timber
was already depleted. Between 1919 and the early 1940s, seventeen individuals received deeds from State Investment for a total of 21,851 acres
within this area. Two of these individuals were Anglo newcomers and
they alone accounted for almost half (48.6 percent) of the total acreage
purchased. Just fifteen local residents obtained the rest of the land,
11,662 acres, in smaller parcels that ran~ed from less than 100 to over
1800 acres; the average size parcel totalled 777 acres.
Wheeler's holdings in this part of the grant were substantially less
than State Investment's, due in part to the court decision which required
him to "return" 11,000 acres to the earlier occupants. To date we have
uncovered information for 1,900 acres transferred by Wheeler between
1916 and 1930 in the area. These lands were conveyed to thirteen individuals in parcels that averaged 167 acres. Only one transaction involved
more than 200 acres: Santiago Espinosa obtained 601 acres. All but one
of the purchasers were local Mexicanos.10 3
Thus, the post-partition djstribution of the land in the western part
of the grant was highly skewed both quantitatively in terms of acreage
and qualitatively in terms of ethnic representation. Three recently arrived or non-resident Anglos-who constituted only 10 percent of the
total purchasers-obtained about- 43.5 percent of the land put up for
sale. The remaining 56.5 percent, 13,402 acres, was deeded to
twenty-seven mostly Mexicano local residents in parcels that varied
greatly in size, but which averaged just under 500 acres (see tables 1
and 2). Considering that traditionally hundreds offamilies enjoyed access to these resources, the post-partition distrubution of the forest
commons had the obvious effect of eliminating or drastically reducing
free public access to these resources especially to the commercially valuable timber. It is hard to assess precisely the direct economic impact of
privatization, however. The new owners were primarily interested in
marketable timber, and they jealously guarded this resource. Local
peoples therefore were denied this valuable source of income. On the
other hand, it seems that residents had more success in retaining access
to the mountain pastures, which offered a marginal commercial value
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anyway. The major non-resident landowner, N.H. Read, did not use the
land for pasturing his own herds. 104 Very little of the land was fenced
and it was almost impossible for the new owners to effectively police
their properties against neighbors' livestock.
Other than the social outsiders, the twenty-eight local families, who
obtained exclusive control over the remainder of the ex-commons, constituted the major beneficiaries of the post-partition distribution. Many
of these families belonged to the existing social elite in Mora, and their
procurement of these lands simply added to their own wealth and to the
process of social differentiation that became increasingly marked as the
county became more tightly woven into the fabric of commercial agriculture and stock ranchi ng. In the central and eastern parts of the grant,
the distribution of the commons followed a different pattern than in the
pine, spruce, and fir forests of the west. In central Mora, the speculators received title to uplandmesas and canyons clad injuniper and pinon,
while in the east the land consisted of grass-covered plains. In both
areas the forest resources were either absent or uninteresting to the National Forest Service and, once this land became privatized, it remained
entirely under private ownership. Since agriculture and cattle ranching
expanded rapidly at this time in Mora county, the new owners had little
problem finding buyers for these lands, and within two years after the
conclusion of the partition suit, most of the speculators' properties in
these areas had been sold off.
In the mesa and canyon lands of the central part of the grant, the
speculators obtained title to at least 27,880 acres. Again, State Investment was the major holder wi th a minimum of 24,873 acres; Wheeler's
properties to the south totaled just 3,007 acres. State Investment sold
its holdings to twenty-nine separate buyers, Wheeler to three. Of the
total, only six were Anglo newcomers, and together they obtained a
"modest" 26 percent (7,342 acres) of the total acreage. lOS Local residents
purchased the remainder in parcels that varied from less than 100 acres
to one that surpassed 6,400; the average size transaction equalled 871
acres. In short, local people fared much better in obtaining title to land
in the area of.the central mesas and canyons than they did in the western forests; they managed to recoup two-thirds of the commons (20,538
acres) usurped by the courts and the speculators. An important caveat,
however, is that the lands recovered were "returned~' to the "community" under private rather than communal tenure. The beneficiary, therefore, was not the general populace viewed as a seamless whole but rather
a select number of local rancheros who, like their fellow Morenos in the
west, had the resources necessary to purchase the privatized commons.
As in the west, the disposition of the commons contributed to growing
class differentiation and stratification within local society.
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On the eastern plains, however, a very different pattern evolved. As
the lands were mostly suited for ranching, the transactions there involved
thousands and tens of thousands of acres, considerable amounts of cash,
and the concentration of land in fewer hands. State Investment sold off
at least 65,440 acres in this area, and Wheeler another 14,520, for a total
of 79,960 acres. Five entities purchased the entire amount-all either
Anglo newcomers or large cattle companies. The Bloom Land and Cattle
Company obtained the lion's share of these pastures, about 49,400 acres,
while the Union Land and Grazing Company (founded by Benjamin
Butler in the 1890s), and the McNierney and Hixenbaugh ranch obtained
tracts of 14,520 and 12,000 acres, respectively. Local ranchers were totally excluded. 106
.
In the final accounting, local residents recovered only 26 percent of
the total land area sold after the partition suit. The rest went to recent
arrivals or to large cattle companies. The amount of land which passed
beyond local control in each of the three areas, however, was not uniform. The greatest loss occurred in the eastern ranges where outsiders,
economically and culturally representative of the southern plains-Texas
cattle industry, took over at least 79,960 acres (60 percent of the total
amount of land sold). In the western and central portions of the grant,
the amount of land alienated from local society was less. In these areas,
and especially in central Mora, a small number oflocal residents-mostly
members of the social and economic elite-were sufficiently well-off
to buy up the former commons. The greater participation of local residents in the purchase of the western and central lands reflected the fact
that these lands were in their own "backyard," in many cases nearby or
adjacent to properties they already owned. The grasslands of the eastern plains, in contrast, had always been sparsely populated and were
many miles from the more heavily populated valleys of the west and
center. Since atleast the 1880s, they had been heavily "Texanized" under the influence of the range cattle industry. Anglo cattle-ranchers
quickly moved into this area, and by 1900 controlled almost 70 percent
of the total property assessed in the eastern part of the county. 107 The
post-partition disposition of land in this area represented the continuation of processes which had been at work for decades, and simply legalized what was most likely a de facto situation: the exclusive possession
and exploitation of the range by the predominately Anglo owners and
operators of large cattle spreads.
The speculators for their part no doubt realized handsome profits
on their activities, although we lack hard data on just how much they
received for the sale of the lands. The greatest injustice in this entire
drama, of course, was borne by the poor majority of Mexicano villagers
who saw their resource base dwindle and who lacked the economic
wherewithal to buy a piece of the commons. Most scholars who have
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TABLE 1:
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF LAND OBTAINED BY
STATE INVESTMENT CO. AND E.B. WHEELER
acres by area
Western·

Central

Eastern

TOTALS

State Investment

63,248

24,873

65,440

153,561

E. B. Wheeler

9,575

3,007

14,520

27,102

TOTALS

72,823

27,880

79,960

180,663

Note: These figures do not include the more than 14,000 acres deeded to
small holders by Wheeler and State Investment in accordance with the
court order.
• After the conclusion of the partition suit State Investment transferred
41,397 acres of its lands within the western part of the grant to the National
Forest, while approximately 7,100 acres of Wheeler's total in the same area
was eventually obtained by the National Forest.
Sources: see text.

TABLE 2:
PURCHASES OF LAND BY
NEWCOMERS AND LOCAL RESIDENTS
acres and number of purchasers, by area
Western

Eastern

Central

TOTALS

Purchasers
acres

no.

acres

no.

acres

no.

acres

no.

Anglo newcomers
or corporations

10,349

3

7,342

6

79,960

5

97,651
(74%)

14

Local residents

3,402

27

20,538

26

0

0

33,940
(26%)

53

TOTALS

23,751

30

27,880

32

79,960

5

131,591
(100%)

67

Note: These figures do not include the 41,397 acres which the State Investment
Co. transferred to the National Forest Service in 1931, nor the more than 14,000
acres deeded to small holders by Wheeler and State Investment in accordance
with the court order.
Sources: see text.
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written about the impact of the break-up of the commons have correctly stressed the hardships this placed on the small-scale ranchero.
Clark Knowlton has stated that the privatization of the commons constituted a major factor in the economic collapse of rural villages in northern New Mexico. 108 Regrettably, he presents no quantified data to sustain
this assessment, and one wonders if it is not possible to obtain more
precise knowledge on such an important issue. Our query is stimulated
by the uncomfortable fact that the economic collapse of rural northern
New Mexico occurred at the same time as the collapse and transformation of rural society throughout the American West. Farm abandonment,
foreclosures, land loss to outsiders, out-migration, and the disappearance of commerce and trade, were not features restricted to the villagers of New Mexico, but seem to be the result of the structural
transformation of rural society that occurred throughout America after
1920. What distinguishes New Mexico is that this process of capitalist
transformation was carried out in the context of cultural subordination
and ethnic conflict. While it is important to recognize these relations
and the significance of the language of race and ethnicity to legitimize
hierarchy and dispossession (or to rally opposition and resistance), this
should not blind us to the fundamentally "class character of the racial
order."109 We hope that future research will broaden our knowledge and
understanding of the intricacies and operation of class and ethnicity in
this agrarian transformation.
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"The Best Sutler's Store in America":
James E. Barrow and the Formation
of Trader's Row at Fort Union, New
Mexico, 1867-1891
JAMESIVEY

Although sutlers and post traders have been studied in general, scholars have paid little close attention to the period from 1866 to 1870, the
very difficult period in the changeover from post sutlers to post traders.
The sudden advent of multiple traders suddenly brought competition to
a business that had been a monopoly for many decades; conflict and the
rapid construction of new trader's buildings resulted.' The following is
the tale of the unfortunate John Barrow, who mistakenly thought he
could step into the post tradership at one of the most desirable military
bases in the West: Fort Union, New Mexico. 2
Sutlers have occupied a relative backwater in military historical research. The work of several historians, however, provides a background
for the difficulties sutlers and traders experienced after the Civil War. As
a result of the reduction of the size of the army for peacetime and abuses
of sutler privileges during the war, the United States government made
post-war changes to the regulations controlling sutlers, and abolished
the office in 1867. Francis Lord wrote an overview of the army sutler
during this conflict, and discussed the things sutlers sold, how they did
business, and the interaction between them and the soldiers of the army.)
Darlis Miller studied southwestern economics and the military, continu-

James Ivey is an historical archaeologist with the National Park Service in Santa
Fe.
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ing a line of inquiry established by Robert Frazer. She considered sutlers
in more detail, and presented a summary of events in New Mexico in
1870-71 as a result of political corruption and political influence associated with the selection of post traders. ~
Delo presents the history of sutlers and traders in the United States
army, and provides considerably more information about the transition
period of the late 1860s. He discusses the difficulties engendered by the
changing regulations from 1866 to 1870, and considers several examples
of these changes. He narrates the story of the influence-peddling scandal that brought down Secretary of War William Belknap in 1876 after
years of selling traderships to those offering the highest bribes. President Ulysses S. Grant's brother Orvil and Belknap's wife were implicated
in the charges, and the government inquiry left it quite clear that bribery
and corruption played a part in the appointment of at least some post
traders. The collected testimony implied that similar accusations could
have been brought against President Grant's wife Julia, her brother John
Dent, and his brother-in-law Willam Bernard for their activities before
1870. 5 The collected testiniony during the congressional hearings associated with the scandal demonstrated that the pattern followed by
Belknap and his cronies in the early 1870s had already been established
by the Grant family and their associates during the late 1860s.
None of these studies presents the specific details of the resulting
regulation changes or the effects of tradership purchases on the military
in the Southwest, and no examination of the construction and appearance of sutlers' and traders' buildings has seen broad publication. Many
posts abruptly acquired several competing traders for a brief period
during these years, but few had such a neatly laid-out row of buildings
as Fort Union, New Mexico, or as clear a series of rapid changes in
ownership that could be directly linked to political influence. Fort Union
was not unique in the conflict between traders or in the use of political
influence to place traders at a post, but it provides an excellent example
of these events, and leaves a clear record in the ruins of the buildings
built by the men involved.
Trader's Row at Fort Union has been virtually ignored since the
fort's closure in 1891. The ruins of the buildings exist today as vague
outlines on the ground. They have not been tested archaeologically,
and the author's 1989 survey was the first detailed mapping of the building remains. The buildings were occasionally visible as partial structures in the backgrounds of several photographs, but no clear, close-up
photograph of the entire row exists. 6 Readers of general histories of the
fort are left with the impression that William H. Moore was the sutler,
with perhaps one or two other anonymous persons in that position in
the fort's waning days. Neither the literature at the national monument
nor references in the various histories of the fort explain why there
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seemed to be several buildings in a row where the sutler was known to
have been, or which building was the sutler's store, or what purposes
the other buildings served. Some of these questions can be answered
now. This article identifies and describes the various sutler's and trader's
buildings at Fort Union, focusing specifically on Trader's Row.
From the establishment of Fort Union in 1851 through the difficult
years of the Civil War, only one sutler was allowed on post. A sutler's
permit at Fort Union or any of the other army posts was usually issued
in the name of an individual, but frequently that individual was one part
of a sutler's company, because the managing of a large sutler operation
was complex and one person could not handle it alone. Someone had to
operate the store from day to day, keep track of daily sales, keep up with
stocking and inventorying, and see to the maintenance of the building;
one leaky roof could mean financial disaster. Meanwhile, someone trustworthy took cash or credit to St. Louis, Missouri and purchased many
thousands of dollars of goods, arranged for this shipment by wagon to
the sutler store, and sometimes even accompanied the goods on the trip
to ensure that they were treated properly. It was common in the face of
these difficulties to have at least two partners-one to manage the store
and the other to be the travelling purchaser. The company would usually have a hired staff of several employees and the store frequently had
residential rooms for some of this staff and their families.
An appointment as sutler could be an uncertain thing. Army regulations of 1857 required that sutlers be nominated by a "council of administration," composed of the second- through the fourth-ranking officers
at a post; the secretary of war made the final decision on whether a
given nominee received the appointment.' The officers at a post sometimes played favorites rather than suggesting the best qualified person;
sometimes a sutler even appears to have had his appointment cut short.
Sutlers usually received an appointment for three years, "unless sooner
revoked by competent authority. "8
At the beginning of the Civil War, William Moore was the sutler at
Fort Union. He had been appointed in 1859, and operated the store at the
northeastern corner of First Fort. In addition to his store, Moore apparently operated a hotel (building 162) near First Fort. 9 The earliest frame
version of this building was probably constructed by Moore's predecessor, sutler George Alexander, sometime after August 1853 and before
May 1859. During Moore's tenure, it was considerably altered and enlarged from its 1859 appearance; most of the additions were apparently
done in adobe. The original frame structure appears to have continued
as several rooms in the northwest corner of the enlarged building and
the depression of a basement is still recognizable; this was probably the
cellar raided by soldiers about to march to the Battle of Glorieta Pass in
March 1862. 10 During the most dangerous and tense period of the war
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years at Fort Union, 1861-62, Moore moved his sutler's store to the
more protected area near Second Fort. There are two peculiar long buildings (218 and 219) northeast and southeast of the earthworks that seem
to have had no specific military use; either of these could have begun as
a sutler's building.
After the Union victory at Glorieta Pass in 1862, the threat of a Confederate invasion of New Mexico faded and the army began the process
of making living conditions at Fort Union more tolerable than First or
Second Fort would allow. Captain John C. McFerran, chief quartermaster
of the District of New Mexico, designed Third Fort Union in mid-1862
and Captain Henry J. Farnsworth, quartermaster of the depot of Fort
Union somewhat revised it. The army laid out the plan of the new fort
and began construction on a large storehouse and the quartermaster
corral on 1 October i 862, although full.approval ofthe new plans did not
come through until November 1862. 11
About the same time in 1862, Moore built a massive new sutler's
store, building 302 (figure 1).12 The building was begun perhaps in November, after the Third Fort was laid out because it is square with the
plan of the fort and was placed so that "the front of the store was near
the big gate," facing the main west entrance to the fort compound between the depot and the post. The building was completed about January 1863. 13 Moore later stated that "the buildings were erected with the
permission of the commander of said post of Fort Union, for the use of
William H. Moore and Company as a sutler's store, and cost the said
William H. Moore and Company the sum of$4,644.40."14 Nathan Webb,
Moore's storekeeper at Fort Union at this time, probably oversaw the
construction of the new building and transferred the goods from the old
store to the new one.
The main store building was a U-shaped adobe structure, sixty-three
feet across the front, one story high, with a large doorway in the center
of its east face that was flanked symmetrically by a window on each
side. The pitched roof was shingled (figure 2). The structure's rooms
included the store, storerooms, several offices, a billiard room, several
residential rooms, and a safe room. Walls extending west from the north
and south wings enclosed a large yard behind the main building, forming a compound 150 feet long. Along these walls stood several additional buildings-probably barns, stables, and storerooms. William Ryus
later described the entire complex as "built like a fort," with walls of
adobe brick reaching to a height of nearly twenty feet that enclosed an
interior patio or corral. A large gateway, fifteen feet wide, opened through
the center of the south wall of the compound. This gate is visible in one
of the 1885 photographs. Today, it is a gap in the ruins of the wall.
"Here," said Ryus, "the wagons drove in to unload and reload. "15 In
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Figure I: William Moore's sutler's store in late 1862, Third Fort officers' row
and the depot officers' row have not been completed.
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Figure 2: William Moore's new sutler's store (building 302) at Third Fort. This picture was taken in August or September 1865.
Photograph courtesy of Museum of New Mexico, negative no. 14544.
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early 1863, Webb left the Fort Union store to become sutler at Fort Bliss,
Texas.in partnership with Moore. About the same time, Moore moved
his residence to his Fort Union store and he and his family were living
there as of the census of 1870}6
Partly as a reaction to the sutlers' excesses during the Civil War,
Congress passed Statute 14 on 28 July 1866, an act that (among other
things) abolished sutlers. The provisions of the statute were to go into
effect 1 July 1867Y In compliance with Statute 14, on 26 January 1867,
the War Department issued General Order 6, announcing the termination
of the warrants of all sutlers on 1 July 1867"8 Protests from western
forts, however, prompted Senate Joint Resolution No. 25 on 30 March
1867, that authorized the commanding general of the army to permit "a
trading establishment to be maintained" after 1 July. 19 This meant that
the commanding general could authorize a single trader at each post.
In response to this resolution, on 20 April 1867, Division of the
Missouri headquarters issued a circular requiring the commanding officer of each established military post in that division west of the,100th
meridian, that was not at or in the vicinity of any town to immediately
nominate through the regular military channels a suitable person to maintain and carryon a trading establishment after 1 July ·1867 under the
provisions of the Joint Resolution of Congress of 30 March. As an interim provision, the adjutant general issued General Order 58 on 24 May
1867, permitting sutlers to trade at posts between the 100th meridian and
the eastern border of California until further·orders. 20
In the first week of May 1867, Fort Union commander Lieutenant
Colonel William B. Lane received the order of20 April. On 10 May 1867,
he notified army headquarters in Washington, D. C. of possible choices
for post trader at Fort Union. Two people had applied for this position
before official notification was sent to Fort Union. They were Charles
Shoemaker (son of Captain William Shoemaker, commander of the Fort
Union arsenal) and William H. Moore. Lane left the final choice to the
army headquarters. Headquarters chose Moore to become the new post
trader when the regulations went into effect on 1 July 1867. 21 On that
date, the position of post sutler was officially abolished and William
Moore became the first post trader at Fort Union.
Up to this point, even through the flurry of seemingly conflicting
orders, business continued as usual for the post sutler (now trader) but
the strongest impacts of the new regulations were still to come. Within
two months on 22 August 1867, Adjutant General Order 68, by order of
General Ulysses S. Grant, modified General Order 58. It stated that any
number of traders could practice at posts, subject only to regulations
imposed by the commanding officer. With the passage of this regulation, Moore lost his monopoly on the Fort Union trade, and soon had
competition for both the Fort Union and Santa Fe Trail markets. Some-
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time that year, probably soon after this regulation change, General Grant
attempted to get his brother-in-law, John C. Dent, a post tradership at
Fort Union. 22 Grant's effort on Dent's behalf failed, butabout the same
time Charles Shoemaker reapplied for a post trader position, and had
more success. About the first of September, Shoemaker was issued authorization to build a house and conduct trade at Fort Union, but on 4
October, District of New Mexico headquarters revoked his license by
Special Order 97. 23 Reasons for this action are unclear.
Shoemaker must have received permission to trade in the first week
of September and immediately began construction on his store. He began the new building (304) north of Moore's store. It faced the same
direction and its front aligned with Moore's; the two buildings established the line of what was to become Trader's Row, which was soon to
acquire further additions. Shoemaker almost completed the building in
the three or four weeks before the loss of his license halted his efforts.
On the 1868 map, the building is shown as a simple U-shape with no rear
enclosure. 24 Dent and Shoemaker attempted to compete with Moore, but
neither managed an effective challenge to his position. The successful,
albeit temporary, invasion of Moore's territory came from a third person,
Santa Fe Trail trader John E. Barrow.
Barrow had been operating out of Missouri since 1860 and began
trading in New Mexico about 1861. "I had been out there frequently
before [the year 1867]; I had traded out there in 1861, and sold out my
goods to different parties." His major purchasing was apparently through
Robert Campbell and Company of St. Louis, but he also had dealings
there with Julius Smith and Company. In August or September of 1867,
Barrow hauled $37,000 worth of goods to New Mexico. "[Alfter getting
out there with them I found that I had no opportunity to sell them, trade
being dull and no business going on. "2S Learning of the new regulations
of 22 August that allowed multiple traders at army posts, he decided to
give up on speculative trade and make the attempt to get a Fort Union
tradership. At this time, Fort Union was considered "the most valuable
post, with the exception probably of Fort Sill and one or two others, in
the country.... It had a large trade outside of the pOSt."26 Leaving his
goods in storage in Las Vegas, Barrow returned to St. Louis. He knew it
would be difficult.
Mr. Moore, who was then trader out there, had been there for
. twenty years. He had a great deal of influence with the military,
and I knew that there were a great many persons who had tried
to get the appointment and who had not succeeded.... I used
some influence, [and] went and saw Mr. [Robert] Campbell, of
Saint Louis, and also Mr. Thomas, who was then quartermaster
in Saint Louis, to use their influence in getting the appointment,
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but found out I could not succeed in that way, and so was induced to apply to Mr. [William D. w.J Bernard, knowing he was
a brother-in-law of John C. Dent and an intimate friend of General Grant [then commander-in-chief of the armyJ ... I was advised by different parties to apply to Bernard as having more
influence with General Grant than any other man in Saint Louis.
[About mid-october, Barrow met Bernard. Barrow said that BernardJ advised me to give him my own application in writing for
that post, which I did, and he wrote a letter ... to General Grant. .
. . . I was to give him one-third of the profits yearly for his
influence with General Grant in getting me the place at Fort
Union."27
Barrow had never met Bernard before; he said, "I knew nothing of
Mr. Bernard only what I had heard-that he had been intimate with [General Grant], been drunk with him, given him a horse, and all that kind of
thing.... " Bernard, a clerk with Julius Smith and Company, had lived in
St. Louis for a time and was married to John C. Dent's sister-in-law.
Dent was already interested in the tradership at Fort Union, and happened to be Julia Dent Grant's brother. Her husband was Ulysses S.
Grant. Bernard was a friend of Julia's and had known Grant for some
time. Barrow heard that "General Grant had been with Mr. Bernard. He
lived with him when [GrantJ was a poor man in St. Louis, for a number of
years. "28
After making his application through Bernard, Barrow was certain
he would get the appointment. He said, "I left for New Mexico ... I did
not wait [in St. LouisJ for the appointment. "29 Barrow was back at Fort
Union by 5 December, when he was authorized to be a post trader as of
1 January 1868. 30 Barrow probably received this notification at Fort Union
sometime soon after 5 December. In mid-December, Fort Union commanding officer Lieutenant Colonel John R. Brooke gave Barrow permission to build a store and, said Barrow, "[IJ staked off my ground for the
buildings." Barrow's building (305) was built between 15 December 1867
and 3 February 1868 and cost $7000. 31 He brought the $37,000 worth of
goods from storage in Las Vegas to stock the store. Once built and
supplied, Barrow claimed his store was a good one: "I had probably the
best sutler's store in America, and the best stock of goods at the time. "32
Barrow built the new store north of Moore's building and
Shoemaker's nearly completed store, facing the same direction, with its
front aligned with those of the other two. It was adobe with a false front
that faced east. It had a substantial stone foundation and was about
seventy feet wide across the front and ninety-four feet long to the west.
The building was divided into three sections by east-west frame partition walls. These three parallel sections had pitched roofs and ridgebeams
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that extended west from the simple false fronts. In one part of the store,
Barrow ran a bar called the "Billiard Saloon.")) As with Moore's store,
Barrow's building had an enclosure that extended to the west an estimated 150 feet (figure 3).
While he built his store toward the end of December 1867, Barrow
purchased Charles Shoemaker's building (304) and soon after, John Gilbert located his barbershop and residence there.)4 John Gilbert was African American, and probably lived on the Rowand operated his
barbershop by mid-1868. Gilbert may have arrived in the Fort Union area
as a member of the 57th United States Colored Infantry, Companies A, B,
and 0, stationed there in August and September 1866. 3~ Next to the
barbershop was a stand used for a while in 1868 by a photographer and
then after October by John Taaffe, who sold beer by the bottle. 36 A
group of sheds (building 300) was added to the south end of the Row
during 1868.
On 3 February 1868, John Barrow opened his store at Fort Union,
and his first advertisement appeared in the Santa Fe Weekly Gazette on
15 February (figure 4). Barrow expected his first wagon train from the
States on 15 February and his second on 15 March. On 3 July, Barrow
sent a new ad to the Santa Fe newspapers. It first appears in the Weekly
Gazette on 11 July (figure 5).37 Barrow stated that he was "now receiving over 100 tons of assorted merchandise."Barrow said later, "I had
bought $50,000 or $60,000 worth of goods from January until October or
November...."38 He replenished his stock "two or three times." Barrow
was not making a large profit, however, because he was undercutting
Moore's prices to acquire some of the trade.
Barrow was worried about Moore's competition. "We did not [sell at
a big profit] at that time; we had competition. Moore ... had a large
trade, and the only way I could do anything was to sell at a much less
profit than he did." Barrow felt, however, that he had the financial base
and business acumen to make his gamble as a Fort Union trader payoff.
Perhaps he was right; he failed not because of William Moore's competition but because of the political influence of his opponents. In fact,
soon after- Barrow's fall, the same men ended Moore's career as post
trader. About May, to Barrow's dismay, his supposedly silent partner
William D. W. Bernard moved from St. Louis to Fort Union. Here he
"proposed to take his share of the profits and stay in the house, which
he did for some time," presumably living in Barrow's store. 39
In October 1868, Barrow left on a purchasing trip to St. Louis and
left the store in "Mr. Mickels," his clerk's, hands. 40 About the end of
October, Barrow's appointment was suddenly cancelled. "Without any
notification whatever I received a dispatch from my clerk, stating that
my permit was revoked, and that Mr. Bernard was 'appointed in my
place."41 About the same time, Bernard telegraphed John C. Dent to meet
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Figure 3: Trader's Row at the end of 1868. Barrow's new store is on the
north end, and Shoemaker's store and Greisinger's hotel lie between it and
Moore's store.
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WAKE UP! NEW MEXICO!!
Post Traders' Store

FORT UNION, N. M.
We bav., lbio day OPOBed at Port Uaioa, aa uceneal
AuorlmODl of

DRY GOODS,
CLOTHING,
BOOTS, SHOES,
HATS, CAPS,
GROCERIES,
HARDWARE,
QUEENSWARE,ETC, ETC.
Elpecially adapled lo lbe waall of

CITIZENS AND SOLDIERS
seaerally, lo wbicb wo relpeclfully iavUolbeir al·
tention aod iDlpectioO. W. ,ball ondeavor at all timo.
lo keep a complele lill aad lell al realoDable ralel.

Ladies'Dress & Fancy Goods
Alexandre's, Couviseur's,
Gloves, Gentlemen's
Furnishing Goods,
of tho 1at•• t Ity101 aDd importation. recoived weekly
by 'E"prou- from New York.
Our Ilock for lbe • Iobbias Trade' we Iball make a
Ipociality, aad will alwaYI be completo.
Orden from lho dineroal Military POlh aad Towal
in tbo Torritory

RESPECTFULLY SOLICITED
aad will be filled wilb prompl. .u aad delpatcb.

At a Small Advance on Cost.
PORT UNION. NEW MEXICO,
February S. 186S.
I. E. BARROW .I: Co.
"Our fi"t Spring Tr.. in from tI.. St ..t •• will

.."Iv. about tit. 1Stlt in.t.• tit. . .cond about tit. 1Stlt

of MarcA.
No 36 3ia.

Figure 4: Barrow's first advertisement, 15 February 1868. Note: The two newspaper advertisements included in this essay are replicas the author made with a
word processor. They are remarkably similar to the orginals and, unlike the copies
in the author's possession, legible.
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To Wholesale Dealers
NEW ARRIVALS! NEW GOODS!

Ten percent. advance on Eastern Cost.

J. E. BARROW & CO.,
FORT UNION, NEW MEXICO.
Are now receiving over

100 Tons ofAssorted Merchandise
of every description, and to which' they invite the
attention of wholesale dealers throughout the Territory.
We will sell bills of SIOO and over, for the Cash, at 10
per cent advance on eastern cost, adding the freight.
Our stock is the most complete in the Territory, and
of the best quality, and guaranteed to give satisfaction.
J. E.BARROW &: CO.
Fort Union, N. M., July 3, 1868.
No.8 - I f.

Figure 5: Barrow's second advertisement, 11 July 1868.
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with Barrow and arrange to buy Barrow's goods for Bernard. Bernard
took over the store in Barrow's absence. "He was appointed, and being
around in the house sometimes, Mr. Mickels, the clerk, did not know
what to do...He just turned it over to him after he got the appointment."
Of course, Bernard was Barrow's partner, and he could logically argue
that he had a claim to the store and its goods. Barrow was uncertain as
to how Bernard was able to take over the trader position, but felt that
"he got it through General Grant, as a matter of course. "42 Barrow had
the impression that Bernard exercised a great deal of influence. For example, after Bernard moved to Fort Union,
he seemed to take charge of everything at Fort Union. General
[William N.] Grier was commander after General [John R.] Brooke
left there [on 12 July 1868]. [Bernard] seemed to have control
over him, and in fact talked about having the post-commander
appointed, and talked about the old man [Secretary of War Grant]
as if he [Bernard] was almost Secretary of War himself, and could
accomplish everything. That was the way in which he conducted
himself around the post and all through the Territory. 43
Barrow left St. Louis soon after he was notified of the loss of his
appointment; he met with Dent and returned to Fort Union with him. "I
took Mr. Dent down with me to the fort, and when 1 got there Bernard
had charge of everything."44 They arrived at Fort Union in the second
week of November, and on the sixteenth, Barrow terminated the partnership with Bernard. 4S On 9 December, Barrow sold the store and goods to
Dent-or so he thought. Barrow said that he and Dent entered into a
written agreement, but "it was not signed, however. It was a memorandum agreement. We had just got through taking stock as the stage came
up." Appparently Barrow and Dent left Fort Union by stagecoach for St.
Louis on 9 December, after a stay in New Mexico of about three weeks. 46
Six weeks later, on 26 January 1869, Bernard finally announced in
the New Mexican that his partnership with Barrow had ended on 16
November, but added that he was continuing the business at Fort Union.
The announcement's phrasing implied that Bernard had kept the store
and goods. Actually, John C. Dent, although not the trader, was in the
process of buying the store and goods. While Bernard was the authorized trader, he legally owned neither a store nor stock. Nevertheless,
Bernard operated out of the Barrow store for a considerable time in 1869. 47
Eventually, on the sixth and ninth of February, Barrow published the
announcement that as of the ninth of December he had agreed to sell his
store and goods to John Dent. Barrow further said that he authorized
Dent "alone in our absence, to collect all notes and accounts due the
late firm of J.E. Barrow and Company."48 Dent, however, "never did. Mr.
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Bernard collected them, and he had nothing to do [with] it."49 In January, after returning to St. Louis, Barrow found that Dent had no intention
of going through with the purchase of Barrow's store and goods on the
terms agreed upon at Fort Union. Barrow said,
I consulted with my creditors. They advised me to sell out at
his terms and take what be offered me.... I had to accept his
own terms, which subjected me to a loss on the debts I had out
there of$16,OOO or $18,000, and a loss on my goods of between
$30,000 and $40,000 ... I sold on long credit, and compromised
with my creditors at fifty cents on the dollar. ~o
After two or three weeks of negotiations, around late February, Barrow officially transferred his store and goods to Dent. With this action,
Dent became the owner of the Barrow Store and all of its goods at Fort
Union with a mi nimum of expense; his next step would be to get rid of
the middleman, William Bernard, and acquire the trader's appointment
for himself. Barrow was ruined by the takeover, losing $50,000 and his
good credit rating. He had to begin anew in Utah. ~I
The entire drama seems contrived. Were Bernard and Dent working
together, with the intent to defraud someone out of a Trader establishment at Fort Union, and Barrow just happened to be the unfortunate
victim? Or was Bernard actually the profligate Barrow thought he was,
and Dent in fact risked something by buying Barrow out? The research
necessary to answer these questions is beyond the scope of this paper.
One way or the other, though, Barrow lost everything at Fort Union and
Dent acquired it.
Bernard, as the appointed trader, continued to operate the store until
at least June and probably until late September. The ad for the J.E. Barrow and Company store at Fort Union continued to run in both Santa Fe
papers. Bernard must have paid for it during this period; it seems typical
of him that he continued to foster the deceit that Barrow was still part
owner of the store. In the Weekly New Mexican, the ad last appeared on
8 June 1869. In the Gazette, it ran through the final issue of the paper on
25 September 1869.
Barrow indicated that Dent remained in St. Louis through at least
the end of February, since it took most of that month to work out Dent's
forced agreement. Dent returned to Fort Union in March, but since Ber- '
nard, hot 'Dent, was the authorized trader, Dent could not operate the
store without Bernard's cooperation until Dent was appointed trader in
September. It appears that Dent and Bernard set up some sort of partnership for the period from March to late September 1869, sharing the profits while Bernard acted as trader out of Dent's store under Dent's
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management. Finally, Dent's machinations paid off. On 23 September
1869, he was appointed to the post trader position he had been working
toward since 1867. Bernard left, and about a year later received a bank
examiner appointment in S1. Louis, a position he held until at least 1876. 52
Meanwhile, a fourth building was added to the Row. On 15 September 1868, Adolph Greisinger, an enlisted man stationed at Fort Union,
wrote to the commanding officer and requested permission to build a
house "in the vicinity of the two trader stores" (building 302, Moore's
store; and buildings 305 and 304, John Barrow's store) upon his 1 October discharge. Greisinger stated th,at he wanted specific permission to
operate a restaurant and bowling alley in the house he proposed to
build; he expected that he would have the building completed by late
November 1868. If he followed his expected schedule, construction on
his new building (303) began in October and was completed by December 1868. 53 Soon after his establishment on the Row, Adolph Greisinger
opened a hotel in his building. William Moore's hotel (building 162) near
the old First Fort closed down sometime in 1869 or early 1870. Greisinger
was operating his hotel by August 1870. 54
Greisinger was one of a group of entrepreneurs that operated businesses at the fort not as post traders, but as independent shopkeepers.
Some of these men may have been subcontractors or employees of authorized traders. The barber John Gilbert, the beer stand operator John
Taaffe, the unidentified photographer, and several later persons all fall
into this category. Subcontracting the position of post trader to someone who actually carried out the trader's duties was a continuous problem through the late 1860s, culminating in a circular of 1872 that required
the trader to carry on the business himself and to habitually reside at the
post at which he was appointed. He was not permitted to transfer, sublet, sell or assign his business. Neither employees ofthe post trader nor
independents, however, were prohibited from operating a business if
their activities did not conflict with the traders, and such multiple businesses continued at Fort Union through the rest of its active life. 55 Other
informal trade operated along the Row. For example, in June 1870,
Greisinger complained about a "Mexican Market House" next to his house
and restaurant. 56 No structure has been identified for this activity, but
since so little space was available on the north side of building 303, it
seems likely that the market was in the space between Moore's store and
the Greisinger building.
From 1867 until 1870, the new regulations allowed multiple Post Traders. In 1870, a House resolution modified these regulations by the provision that only post traders authorized by the secretary of war were
allowed on post. This ruling placed the power of final choice in the
hands o~ a single political appointee far from the posts where the decisions would take effect and therefore emphasized political influence
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rather than ski 11 and talent. Taking advantage of the new arrangement,
Dent finally gained the monopoly on the post tradership at Fort Union.
He exercised all the considerable influence he had as the president's
brother-in-law, and on 6 October 1870, became the only authorized
trader. I?
On 25 October, Dent received notice of his appointment at Fort Union.
William Moore applied for and received permission to continue business until 1 January 1871; his request for a further extension to 1 March
was denied. Moore closed his store on 1 January as ordered and the
building was unused after that date. Ultimately, the loss of the post
sutlership broke Moore's company; by 1873 it was in severe debt from
which it never recovered. IS Dent did not simply step into Moore's shoes
as the recognized trader, however. With the closure of his business,
Moore did not sell his building to Dent; instead, he continued as owner
until January 1872, when he sold the structure to his bookkeeper, Henry
V. Harris. 19 Dent encountered some opposition from the local military
establishment as well. On 4 April 1871, for example, Dent wrote to the
commanding officer of Fort Union, Major David Clendenin, saying that
he was "ready and have been for some time, to do the duties of Post
Trader at this post. ... " It appears that Major Clendenin was dragging
his feet on issuing the required authorization for Dent to conduct business. 60 From the end of Moore's tradership on 1 January 1871 until some-.'
time after 4 April 1871, when Dent finally received authorization from the
commanding officer, no trader's store was open at Fort Union.
The census of 1870-made at Fort Union between 16 August and 5
September-provides a brieflook at the Trader's Row community in that
year. The census taker started at the north end of Trader's Rowand
worked south. Dent's store was at the north end (building 305) with
Dent listed as a retail merchant with no family. Edgar James and Frank
Jager clerked for him and Richard Dunn served as freight agent. All four
lived in the Dent compound. Next in line was barber John Gilbert, whose
shop and residence were in building 304. Then came Adolph Greisinger's
hotel (building 303) which also contained his restaurant and beer saloon. Greisinger's household included two cooks, two domestic servants,
an ostler, and a laundress; the hotel held eleven households comprising
forty-three persons, guests and semi-permanent residents. Finally, William Moore's store (building 302) listed eight residents, including Moore,
his family (one of his sons was a store clerk), and his bookkeeper, Henry
V. Harris, who would buy the building two years later. 61
No other residents were listed south of Moore's store. Building 300,
however, had already been built by late 1868 or early 1869. The census
implies that the building was not a residence. Available information does
not suggest an owner or use. It was a low, nondescript structure, possibly a shed. The ground traces suggest that it was about forty-five by
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thirty feet with two small extensions. 62 The 1870 census lists a Thomas
Lahey as a soldier at Fort Union. He was discharged about a year later
and on 1 November 1872, he and Edward McDonald leased the Greisinger
building. They intended to keep the restaurant and saloon ·open, and
they applied to the commanding officer for permission to operate the
hotel. If they received approval to do this, they would purchase the
building. Soon after, Fort Union issued the permit and they bought the
Greisinger building. 63
By 1875, John Dent had sold part of building 305 to Edward Shoemaker, the brother of Charles. The 1870 census listed Edward Shoemaker
as a postmaster at the arsenal; in 1875 Shoemaker's post office was
located in the middle section of the Barrow building, with an attached
residence. Dent's store continued to operate in the northernmost section of the building. As of 1876, the last major additions and changes to
the Row had been carried out. The last building (301), was added sometime that year, when Samuel B. Watrous built it as a butcher shop with
quarters for employees. Field investigations and photographs provide
general descriptions of the building. The adobe rectangular main building was fifty-three by twenty feet, covered with a pitched roof, and had
two wings extending westward. A walled yard was west of the building,
extending about 100 feet west; at least one outbuilding is visible on the
ground. The butcher who operated the shop was probably Frank Jager,
who had been a clerk for Dent in 1870. 64 Also in 1876, Fort Union officials asked Dent whether the building known as the "Hotel and Billiard
Room" was his or under his control as part of his trading establishment.
This was the old Greisinger hotel (building 304), still operated by Lahey.
By 1877, the Barrow building was referred to as the "old Post Sutler's
store, Beer saloon, Post Office, etc. "65 Various civilians were authorized
to live on post that year. These individuals included Dent and his family,
Harry Mumford (listed as assistant PM [postmaster?) in the 1880 census), James Duncan, Henry V. Harris and family, C. Waldenstein, John
McKie, J. F. Jager (presumably a clerical error for Frank G. Jager), Samuel
Edge, Francisco Cordoba, and Lahey.66 Lahey apparently sold the old
hotel to Dent or his successor about 1878. Harris had transferred the
ownership of the Moore building to Vicente Romero in May 1876, and
was either living in Dent's buildings and working for him or living in
Moore's old building and working for Romero. 67 Dent ran his store in
building 305 until 1878, when Crayton Conger took over as trader and
probably bought the store.
In 1876, one result of the patronage scandal involving Secretary of
War William Belknap was that the power of choosing a post trader returned to the council of administration at individual postS. 68 The appointment of a trader took less time, and the local interests of each fort
tended to be the main factor in trader appointments. At Fort Union,
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traders changed more frequently after the re-implementation of local
choice. Dent withdrew from the tradership in 1878. On 9 April, Fort Union
appointed Crayton H. Conger as the trader; he took the position on 12
April when Dent's appointment ended. Dent sold buildings 303,304, and
305 to Conger. Arthur W. Conger, Crayton's brother, had apparently been
Dent's storekeeper for about a year and undoubtedly was involved in
Crayton's selection as the new trader. Crayton brought his wife, Louisa
Agnes, and family out to FOTt Union from Iowa. Crayton and Louisa's
granddaughter reminisced about her grandmother's memories of life at
the trader store. After only two years as trader, however, Crayton died of
heart disease on 22 May 1880 while in Oneida, Kansas, leaving Arthur
as the acti ng trader. 69
The census taken on 8 June 1880 reveals that Arthur Conger's family lived in the trader store compound (buildings 303, 304, and 305).
Arthur was listed as merchant. One of the residents in Arthur's household was Louisa, Crayton's thirty-nine-year-old widow. Also living and
working in the compound were two cooks, two houskeepers, a laborer,
and their families. The total number of people in the compound was
seventeen. Further south in the Row was the butcher Frank Jager and
his wife, Safronia, and a cook, two laborers and their families, totalling
seven people. All probably lived and worked in building 301. Jager had
apparently become the beef contractor by this time. 70 Moore's old store,
building 302, was empty at the time of this census.
On 17 July 1880, Arthur Conger was officially appointed trader (figure 6). Conger and several of his employees handed the tradership back
and forth for the next ten years. Jager, who became Conger's partner
about this time, and Conger's salesclerks Werner Fabian and Edward P.
Woodbury, all became traders, alternating their appointments with reappointments of Conger. Conger's first appointment as trader ended on 28
September 1881 when he left Fort Union, probably to escort the Crayton
Conger family back to Iowa. Jager took over the tradership in his absence. While Conger was gone, on 18 October 1881 and soon after President Rutherford Hayes ordered the cessation of liquor sales on army
posts, Jager was ordered by the post commander to close the saloon
connected with his store until he had proper permission to operate it.
Other communications between the two men throughout November allowed Jager to operate the saloon as a beer and wine bar. A few months
later, on 18 January 1882, Watrous sold the butcher shop (building 301)
to Jager, consolidating the ownership of all the businesses in the Row in
the hands of the trader. 71
On 21 January, Jager resigned his position as trader. Arthur Conger
applied to be reinstated in the position. A board of survey recommended
that Conger receive the appointment, and on 8 February 1882, accepted
Jager's resignation. Conger began a new term as trader. About the same
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Figure 6: Barrow's store (building 305) at the north end of Trader's Row, taken about 1881 by a
member of the Conger family. Photograph courtesy Museum of New Mexico, negative no. 36599.
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time, complaints about the saloon in the Row resulted in its closure. It is
likely that the saloon causing these problems was Barrow's old "Billiard
Saloon."72 Conger ended his term as trader on 17 January 1884. The
same day, Fabian became the trader. Woodbury continued to work as
Fabian's salesman and Conger operated as the manager and-owner of
the store. On 27 February 1885, Fabian ended his term as trader and
Conger became trader again, but only for seven months. On 14 October,
Conger resigned and Edward Woodbury became the trader. 73
By the late 1880s, the buildings of the Row were in poor condition
(figure 7). The original Barrow and Shoemaker buildings (buildings 305
and 304), now the Conger store, were connected by enclosing walls and
shared various outbuildings to the west of the main Row. The old Barrow building was faded and needed paint. In August 1886, Conger was
in trouble about the bar in his store again. Conger is referred to as the
"post trader," even though Woodbury was the official trader. Woodbury,
and perhaps the traders before him, had "one room attached to the store
which was set aside as sort of an officer's club. It was one place where
they could go to play whist and things of that kind."74
Around 1885, Greisinger's old hotel (building 303) had been considerably enlarged. The structural remains of this building are more complex and massive than any of the others in the Row. Substantial stone
foundations supported adobe walls, and a massive cellar, thirteen by
eighteen feet, located at the rear of the building. The photographs show
a central building about forty feet square with a pitched roof and a
smaller section on its south side with a separate pitched roof, both with
ridgebeams that extended westward. A wing ran north from the central
building; the ridgebeams of its pitched roof ran north to south. Some
part of this wing may have stood on the foundations that extended north
toward building 304. These foundations might also have been built to
support a hallway connecting building 303 to Building 304 to the north.
A small flower bed or garden lay against the south wall near the west
end. It was six feet by thirty feet and outlined by stone slabs set on
edge. Several outbuildings, some with substantial foundations, outlined
a yard on the west side of the bUilding. Lahey operated the enterprise
for a time after 1872 and is last mentioned in October 1877. The building
was sold to Dent or Crayton Conger about 1878. By 1880 it was clearly in
use as part of Arthur Conger's trader enterprise, but still served as a
hotel. 7S
Moore's old store, building 302, remained unused. By 1882, Raphael
Romero owned the building. He was probably the brother or heir of
Vicente, who had bought the building from Harris in 1876. On 3 February
1882, Fort Union sent a letter to Raphael asking for proof that he owned
a building in Trader's Rowand to demonstrate cause why it should not
be torn down or appropriated as abandoned property. It was still stand-
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Figure 7: Trader's Row about 1885.
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ing in the 1885 photographs, but did not outlast Fort Union's closure.
The beef contractor's and butcher's shop (building 301) did not change
significantly from its 1876 construction until the fort's 1891 closure. The
sheds near building 300, present in 1868 were still visible in the 1885
photograph.
A seventh building, (306) was begun on the Row but was never
finished. It was supposed to be part of Trader's Rowand on the same
alignment as the other Row buildings, but it consists only of stone foundations. The absence of collapsed wall debris, flooring traces, and daily
use trash indicates that it may never have been finished. Its floor plan
suggests that it was to be a carriage house or something similar, with a
large room entered through a wide, wagon-sized doorway facing east. It
had a smaller office space on the south side. The location implies that it
was started after 1870, because prior to that year it would have been
placed in one of the large gaps on the main part of the Row. The fact that
it was abandoned before completion suggests that it was begun before
one of the major shifts in trader policy or appointment. It is tempting to
think that it was another of Barrow's buildings, but he abandoned it
when he lost his appointment at the end of 1868.
Finally, in December 1889, the Barrow building (building 306), in use
as Woodbury's store, was destroyed by fire. Colonel Aubrey Lippincott,
who lived at Fort Union as a boy, remembered the event.
One night the store, run by a man named Woodbury, caught fire
and burned ... every man in the command with their fire axes
and fire buckets. , . had to pass right by our house running to
the fire. And this fella, Cary [a trumpeter in one of the cavalry
units] came running down the street ... running and blowing
fire call. And it was the most vivid thing I have ever heard because of the exquisite tone this man got out ofthe [trumpet] ...
The building was totally destroyed, of course. 76
Woodbury reopened his store in either building 303 or 304 and continued in business until the post trader operation closed in early 1890. It
was replaced later in that year by a post canteen operated by the army.77
Today, the area of Barrow's store, building 305, is a mass of burned
wood, broken glass and ceramics, and fallen adobe walls that date from
the 1889 fire. Burned floor joists, wall and ceiling sections, hardware,
counters, doors and windows, and most ofthe stock are probably still in
place within the ruins, buried under the fallen walls. Such an end to a
building, though disastrous for the occupants, is of great benefit to
archeologists. Burned materials, since they are virtually useless, are frequently left'behind. The charring of the fire makes them less susceptible
to decay and therefore valuable to archeologists. Cloth, wood, paper,

322

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

JULY 1995

leather, and other materials that under normal conditions would decay in
the earth remain relatively unaffected over time. As a result, a careful
archeological examination of the ruins would determine a great deal about
Fort Union's traders. The location of the main store, the "Billiard Saloon," the storerooms, the residential areas, and the store goods await
discovery. Through excavation, we could learn a great deal about the
sutler and trader operations on the western frontier and a fascinating
exhibit could be made available to the public. The elaboration of ownership and use provided in this essay is based on available documents.
Most of the lease and purchase agreements related to Fort Union were
recorded in the Mora County Courthouse and other additional information is available in St. Louis. Future researchers could discover considerably more about the post sutler/trader operation at Fort Union through
these documents. The nondescript line of mounds where Trader's Row
once stood at Fort Union is, at first view, unimpressive. With the limited
research presented here, they have become the fascinating traces of a
difficult time in the military history in the West. Like a mass of unread
documents, they have the potential to tell us a great deal more about
that time, the people involved, their lives, and their buildings.

NOTES
I. The author's approach to this topic is structurally oriented; it is focused
primarily on the buildings constructed and secondarily on the persons involved.
2. This paper is based on the author's research for the Historical Base Map of
Fort Union National Monument, New Mexico. The National Park Service has
completed a thorough basic research program at Fort Union, begun in the mid-1970s
and intensifying since 1988. These reports make up a comprehensive set of documentation of .the history and structures of Fort Union: Jerome Greene and Dwight
Pitcaithley, Historic Structure Report: Historical Data Section. The Third Fort
Union. 1863-1891. Fort Union National Monument, New Mexico (Denver, Colorado: National Park Service, 1982); Fran Levine, William Westbury, and Lisa
Nordstrum, A History of Archeological Investigations at Fort Union National Monument, (Santa Fe, New Mexico: National Park Service, 1992); Liping Zhu, Fort
Union National Monument: An Administrative History, (Santa Fe, New Mexico:
National Park Service, 1992); Leo Oliva, Fort Union and the Frontier Army in the
Southwest, (Santa Fe, New Mexico: National Park Service, 1993); Laura
Soullier-Harrison and James E. Ivey, Of a Temporary Character: An Historic Structure Report and Historical Base Map of First Fort. Second Fort. and Arsenal. Fort
Union. New Mexico, 43 (Santa Fe, New Mexico: National Park Service, 1993).
This article is based on the description of the sutler's complex in Soullier-Harrison
and Ivey, 125-47.
3. Francis A. Lord, Civil War Sutlers and Their Wares (New York: Thomas
Yoseloff, 1969), 117-20.
4. Robert Frazer examined the economic effects of the presence of the army
in the Southwest-his study ended with the beginning of the Civil War, 1861, and
he dealt with sutlers only peripherally. Robert W. Frazer, Forts and Supplies: The
Role of the Army in the Economy of the Sourhwest. 1846-1861 (Albuquerque:
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University of New Mexico Press, 1983); Darlis A. Miller, Soldiers and Settlers:
Military Supply in the S;uthwest. 1861-1885 (Albuquerque: University of New
Mexico Press, 1989), 346. Some individual sutlers have received attention. See,
for example, Darlis Miller, "The Perils of a Post Sutler: William H. Moore at Fort
Union, New Mexico," Journal of the West 32 (April 1993); 7-18 or the several
cases in David M. Delo, Peddlers and Post Traders: The Army Sutler on the Frontier (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 1992), 154-64.
5. Delo, Peddlers and Post Traders, 141-64.
6. The buildings in their most complete forms are visible in two photographs
probably taken within a year or two of 1885, one presently at the Museum of New
Mexico (MNM, no. 1823) and the other at Fort Union National Monument (FUNM
[this is the older designation. The present acronym is FOUN) no. 1351). The last
photograph is usually cited as having been taken in 1879, but evidence in the
photograph strongly supports the later date. See Soullier-Harrison and Ivey, Of a
Temporary Character, 164. The photographs were taken from the top of the ridge
about one and one-half miles to the west of Trader's Rowand shows only the backs
of the buildings.
7. Miller, Soldiers and Selliers, 346.
8. Delo, 171.
9. Fort Union has three forts: Third Fort encompasses the extensive ruins
that can be visited today, Second Fort is a star-shaped field fortification at the
southwest corner of Third Fort, built during the early days of the Civil War to
serve as a defensive position in case of attack by Confederate forces, and First Fort
is a mile to the west of Third Fort. It is the same site on which the ruins of the Fort
Union arsenal can be seen today. Building 162 is the Historic Building designation,
one of the principal identifying numbers for all located historic structures or ruins
at Fort Union.
10. Miller, "Perils," 12; Arrott Collection, card no. 00162, Francisco Abreu
to Major Benjamin C. CUller, 5 July 1865, Facl Files, FUNM.
II. James Lowry Donaldson. quartermaster, Santa Fe, 10 General Montgomery C. Meigs, 21 September 1862, Record Group (RG) 98, Department of New
Mexico, letters, vol. 12, p. 225, National Archives, Washington, D.C. (NA), copies located in the Fort Union library; Captain William Craig, Fort Union, New
Mexico, to Brigadier General James H. Carleton, 3 November 1862, RG 92, consolidated correspondence file, NA (copies located in the Fort Union library); Oliva,
316.
12. Mora County Clerk's Office, Deed Records (MCDR), A:357-58, 1 January
1872. Until the plan of the building was determined by the field survey of 1989,
the only available diagram was on the 1866 map of Fort Union, surveyed by Brevet
Colonel Herbert M. Enos' and John Lambert in August through December. The final
map was undoubtedly drawn in January 1867.
13. William H. Ryus, The Second William Penn: A true account of incidents
that happened along the old Santa Fe Trail in the Sixties (Kansas City, Missouri:
Frank T. Riley Publishing, 19i3), 128. Moore's store was first insured on 1 February 1863 (William H. Moore file, Document Files, FUNM). It is the one in the
August 1865 photographs, shown in Greene and Pitcaithley, 168-69, 230-31,
taken about the ·same time and shown in plan on the 1866 map. In fact, it is the
only sutler's building in the Row until Shoemaker and Barrow begin their stores,
buildings 304 and 305, in late 1867. Because of a slight error in the placing of the
store relative to the officers' quarters of Third Fort on the 1866 map, the specific
structure in the Row that was Moore's store cannot be proven using the map alone.
The 1866 map narrows the choices down to either building 302 or building 303.
Fortunately, the photograph in Greene and Pitcaithley, 169, clearly shows Moore's
store in the background behind building 29. Lines of sight prove that this is indeed
building 303.
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14. William H. Moore. William C. Mitchell. et 01.. appellates v Gertrude E.
Huntington [widow of Nathan Webb), administratrix of Nathan Webb, deceased,
433 (United States Supreme Court, December 1870), Document File, FUNM.
15. Ryus, The Second William Penn. 128. William Ryus was a "counter jumper,"
or sales clerk. one of four who worked for William H. Moore at the sutler store
about 1865.
16. Ibid., 128.
17. Delo. 147; Miller, "Perils," 8.
18. Delo, 142.
19. Ibid., 148.
20. Ibid.
21. Charles Shoemaker was far more active in 1866 and 1867 than the few
passing references would lead the reader to believe. He attempted to get the
tradership at the depot in January 1866, defining it as a separate establishment
from the Third Fort. He apparently failed (Miller, "Perils," 14). He then established a trader operation at the arsenal in July 1866, defining it as a separate post,
but lost it again in August 1866 when it was ruled illegal (Soullier-Harrison and
Ivey, part I, 75; Shoemaker to General Alexander B. Dyer, 23 July 1866, RG 156,
entry 21, F224, N A). He immediately attempted to get into the running for the
tradership at the Post, applying in May 1867; although he was not selected, he
managed to get approval as one of the traders when the multiple-trader decision
was made at the end of August 1867 (Lieutenant Colonel William. B. Lane to
Headquarters of the Army, Washington, D.C., 10 May 1867, Arroll Collection,
card 187, copy in Fact Files, FUNM). He built most of a store in September, but
had his authorization revoked in early October. Charles's brother Edward also made
several attempts to establish a sutler's store at the Ordnance Depot at First Fort in
the 1850s, but was always stopped (Oliva, 597). The Shoemakers had enough
influence to get into the fight, but not enough pull to actually win.
22. Delo, 148. The commanding officer could restrict traders to one, if he
thought appropriate; Miller, "Perils," 16.
23. Shoemaker was authorized as a post trader in Special Order 102, issued by
Fort Union headquarters, but no date is available. Brevet Major General George W.
Gelly, Headquarters, Department of New Mexico, Special Orders 97, 4 October
1867, Arrolt Collection. card 196, copy in Fact Files, FUN M.
24. The attribution of building 304 to Shoemaker is circumstantial. It is the
only building constructed at this time and no one else is named as a neophyte trader
during this period. The 1868 map by Brevet Lieutenant Colonel Marshall I.
Ludington and John Lambert forms the essential information for dating the Row
buildings. This map appears to have been traced from the 1866 Enos and Lambert
map. Some differences reflect the changes in the intervening two years. The 1868
map was principally drawn to show the revised boundaries of the Fort Union military reservation based on a survey carried out in March. A note on the edge of the
map indicates that it was officially received by the engineering office of the
Department of the Missouri at Fort Leavenworth on 13 June 1868. The map was
probably drawn about the end of April or early May 1868. On the two available
copies of the 1868 maps, however, Ludington and Lambert show five buildings in
Trader's Row. Thi.~ is unclear, since there were only two traders at Third Fort as of
May 1868. These were William H. Moore, located in building 302 (built about
September-December 1862) and John H. Barrow, in building 305 (built beginning
mid-December 1867 and finished by the end of January 1868). A third building
(304) certainly was in existence by mid-1868 when it was used as a barber shop and
residence-it was probably constructed by Charles Shoemaker in late 1867, but he
never used it as a trader store. Instead, Barrow apparently acquired it. The two
additiona'1 buildings are 303 and 300. Building 300 was never much more than a few
sheds and is never mentioned in the sources; it was built during 1867-68. Building
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303, however, had to have been Greisinger's hotel, built in October-December
1868. Greisinger's hotel must have been added to the 1868 map by persons unknown sometime after December 1868, after the final draft arrived at Fort
Leavenworth.
25. John E. Barrow in House Report, 5 August 1876, Hearings on Sale of Post
Traderships (Hearings), 44th Cong., Ist sess., vol. 8, no. 799, ser. 1715, p. 137;
Robert Louis Reiter, "The History of Fort Union, New Mexico," (Master's thesis,
University of California at Berkeley,' 1953), 48n.
26. B. Gordon Daniels, 5 August 1876, Hearings, 127. Delo (84) states that
the best sutler posts were probably those along the Oregon Trail.
27. Hearings, 137, 138, 142, 144.
28. Ibid., 137, 138, 140, 142, 143. Sometime during 1866, William H. Moore
and Company owed money to the company of Bryant and Bernard.
29. Ibid., 141.
30. Ibid. See Reiter, thesis, 47n.
31. On 14 December 1867, Barrow bought $1,389.60 worth of goods from A.
Graclachowski in Las Vegas, New Mexico (Weekly New Mexican, ,26 October 1869,
p. 3, col. 1) "A. Graclachowski" was undoubtedly Alexander Grzelachowski, a Polish priest who came to New Mexico with Bishop Jean-Baptiste Lamy in 1851.
Grzelachowski left the priesthood after the Civil War, and in 1867 opened a mercantile business on the plaza in Las Vegas. In the 'mid-1870s, Grzelachowski moved
to Puerto de Luna, south of Santa Rosa, whe're he built a house and new store
(which is now on the National Register of Historic Places) and started a sheep and
cattle ranch. GrzeIachowski died in 1896. See Francis C. Kajencki, Poles in the
19th Century Southwest (EI Paso, Texas: Polonia Press, 1990), 85; New Mexico
Preservation II (Winter 1994-95), 1,3-4.
32. Hearings, 137-39.
33. On 25 September 1868, the post commander ordered John Barrow to stop
selling liquor to enlisted men at the "Billiard Saloon." Oliva, 466.
34. The presence of a barber shop sometime before October 1868 comes from
a letter by John Taaffe (Taaffe'to commanding officer, Fort Union, 23 October
1868, Fact File, FUNM); that it was operated by John Gilbert is based on the 1870
census. See Harry C. Myers, ed., La Junta Precinct No. 11, Mora County. New
Mexico. 1860. 1870. 1880. Federal Census Enumeration (Albuquerque: New Mexico
Genealogical Society, 1993), 49-63.
35. Oliva, 699.
36. Taaffe to commanding officer.
37. Barrow sent identical advertisments to the two Santa Fe newspapers. His
first ad appeared in the Santa Fe Weekly Gazette on 15 February 1868, p. 2., The ad
in the New Mexican appeared on 18 February 1868, p. 2; Santa Fe Weekly Gazette,
11 July 1868, p. 2.
38. Hearings, 141.
39. Ibid., 137, 143, 144.
40. Ibid., 140-41. Barrow says that "Mr. Mickels" had been in the army for
some time as quartermaster clerk. He was the brother-in-law of Captain George W.
Bradley, who was quartermaster of Fort Union.
41. Ibid., 137. While Barrow was gone, Bernard bet a load of Barrow's sugar
and coffee that Ulysses Grant would win New York in his presidential bid by 20,000
votes. Bernard lost.
42. Ibid., 137, 139.
43. Ibid., 139. This was just before General Grant became president in the
elections of November 1868. Lieutenant Colonel John R. Brooke was commander
at Fort Union 12 October 1867 to 12 May 1868, when Barrow first established his
store there, and again 10 June 1868 to 12 July 1868, when' Colonel William Grier
was appointed post commander. He continued as commander until 11 September
1869. Oliva, 677.
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44. Ibid., 137.
45. Weekly New Mexican, 26 January 1869, p. 3.
46. On 4 December, Dent was mentioned as visiting Bernard at Fort Union and
publicly expressed an interest in returning to New Mexico (Santa Fe New Mexican,
4 December 1868). "Notice," Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, 6 February 1869, p. 2; also
Weekly New Mexican, 9 February 1869, p. 3; Hearings, 137, 139, 140.
47. Hearings, 137, 140.
48. Ibid., 137, 140; "Notice," Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, 6 February 1869, p. 2;
also Weekly New Mexican, 9 February 1869, p. 3.
49. Hearings, 138.
'
50. Ibid., 137, 139
51. Ibid., 144. On 26 October 1869 in Santa Fe, Frank Chapman published an
official notice of attachment on the goods and possessions of the J.E. Barrow
Company, specifically the possessions of John Barrow and William D. W. Bernard,
on behalf of A. Graclachowski [Alexander Grzelachowski), who had sold goods to
the company on 14 December 1867. The case was to be heard in March 1870. If
one or both defendants did not appear in court, their property would be sold to
satisfy the outstanding amount owed (Weekly New Mexican, 26 October 1869,
p. 3).
52. Miller, "Perils," 16; Hearings, 138.
53. Adolph Greisinger to General William N. Grier, Fort Union, New Mexico,
15 September 1868, Arrott Collection, card 207, Fact File, FUNM. No reference
to the bowling alley is known to exist after Greisinger's original letter for permission.
54. Moore's hotel appears on the 1868 map (drawn in May 1868 and updated
in December). The hotel closed before mid-1870, since it does not appear in the
census of that year. The 1870 census, made 16 August to 5 September, refers to
Greisinger as "hotelkeeper." See Myers, Federal Census Enumeration, 49-63.
55. Delo, 153, 157.
56. Greisinger to commander, Fort Union, New Mexico, 19 June 1870, Arrott
Collection, card 222, Fact File, FUNM; Oliva, 482.
57. Delo, 149, 152, 154; Reiter, 47; Miller, "Perils," 16.
58. Reiter, 47-48; Miller, "Perils," 17.
59. MCDR, A:3S7-S8.
60. Dent to Clendenin, Fort Union, 4 April 1871, Fact Files, FUNM.
61. Myers, 49-63.
62. This building appears to have been added to Trader's Row between 1866
and about 1870; it first appears on the 1868 map. The space between building 302
and the next building to the south seems to be large enough to accommodate
building 301 (not yet present), therefore building 300 must be the structure shown.
63. Lahey and McDonald to Colonel oj. Irving Gregg, Fort Union, New Mexico,
November 1872, Arrott Collection, card 244, Fact File, FUNM
64. Myers, 49-63; Oliva, 576; Reiter, 50.
65. Commanding officer Colonel Nathan A. M. Dudley, Fort Union, 18 July
1877, Arroll Collection, card 283, Fact File FUNM.
66. District of New Mexico headquarters to commanding officer, Fort Union,
New Mexico, 26 October 1877, Fact Files, FUNM.
67. MCDR, A:161. In August 1876, Harris and William B. Stapp applied for
joint position as trader (Reiter, 47). It is odd that this dates after Harris's sale of
the Moore building.
68. Delo, 154-64; Miller, "Perils," 16.
69. Chaplain's report, May 1880, Document Files, FUNM; Mary Lou Skinner
(Crayton Conger's granddaughter) to Bruce T. Ellis, 14 November 1966, Document Files, FUNM. The photograph (MNM no. 36599) of building 305 sent to the
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when the Crayton Conger family was at Fort Union; Fact File, FUNM.
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See Lieutenant Colonel Dudley, General Order 22, 19 June 1880, Fact File, FUNM.
71. Oliva, 466-67; Reiter, 50.
72. Commanding officer Colonel Granville Haller, Fort Union, New Mexico,
to secretary of war, 21 January 1882, Fact File, FUNM; Reiter, 88.
73. Reiter, 49 n. 3, 4, 5.
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"The Hindrances are Many": Zunis
and Missionaries at the Christian
Reformed School, 1908-1934
BENSON TONG

"It is very hard to get the children to attend school while those dances
take place," complained a frustrated Nellie De long in 1909 in a letter
to Henry Beets. secretary general of the Board of Heathen Missions
(Christian Reformed Church or CRC). But after venting her feelings
about Zuni distractions, the young teacher concluded her letter with the
hope that "the work which is done among those little heathens and which
is often discouraging, may not be in vain."1
De long had joined the mission field of the Zuni reservation in 1908.
Her workplace, the Christian Reformed day school, was built on a high
mesa on the south bank of the Zuni River within walking distance of the
former historic Halona village, today's Zuni Pueblo. One of many mission schools- across the country that supplemented the government's
work in Indian education, the institution served the denomination's proselytizing efforts amongst Zunis that began in 1898, following the arrival
of pioneer CRC missionary, Andrew Vander Wagen, and his wife, Effa
Vander Wagen. 2
Of course, Zunis and other native peoples in the present-day United
States had been objects of civilization and Christianization for hundreds
of years since the days of the late sixteenth-century missionaries. But
in the years following the United States Civil War, the federal government defeated the Indians through warfare, settled many of them on
reservations, and renewed efforts to bring about the assimilation and
Benson Tong, author of Unsubmissive Women: Chinese Prostitutes in Nineteenth-Century San Francisco (1994), specializes in ethnicity and the American West. He is professor of United States history at the University of Toledo;
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absorption of Indians into mainstream American life. Bureaucrats, reformers, and missionaries sought to transform seemingly wild, roaming
Indians into self-sustaining, self-respecting citizens through education. 3
During the long period offorced assimilation, from the Reconstruction Era to the early years of the Great Depression, Indian education
stressed character building and moral uplift-two characteristics considered essential to the process of turning Indians into patriotic American citizens. Indians would then learn to appreciate the responsibilities
of holding land in severalty and loyal citizenship, both of which were
extended to them under the Dawes Act of 1887. That legislation marked
the beginning of more intensive efforts to expand educational opportunities to all Indian youth. 4
The implementation of assimilation at the primary and secondary
school level was less than a resounding success. In The Phoenix Indian
School: Forced Assimilation in Arizona. 1891-1935, Robert A. Trennert
demonstrates that neither complete success nor total failure resulted at
'the government boarding school in Arizona. Students rarely merged into
mainstream American society as permanent workers. Yet the students
valued their schooling experience since it broadened their knowledge
and skills. 5
Like Trennert, Michael L. Coleman in American Indian Children
at School, 1850-1930, rejects simplistic portraits of school life. After
studying about one-hundred autobiographies of ex-students, Coleman
concludes that the Indian youngsters responded to European American
education with a high degree of ambivalence. Students demonstrated a
range of responses while in school. Most went through stages of adjustment, resistance, and rejection at various times. 6
The scholarship to date clearly reinforces the argument that Native
Americans were not always just passive participants in their powerrelationship with the dominant civilization. Most historians tend to focus
on government schools, particularly those off the reservation. Still somewhat unaccounted for is the role of missionary schools. A few historians, including Francis Paul Prucha, have examined church-government
relations at the national level, but the dynamics between mission officials, students, and Indians at the local level remains unexplored. This
article examines that particular cultural meeting between two groups
rarely mentioned in the literature-Christian Reformed Church (CRC)
missionaries and Zuni Indians who interacted in a reservation setting.
Beginning in the closing years of the nineteenth century, Zuni
school-age children had wider access to education through the work of
the CRC missionaries, whose Christian outp,Osts were scattered all over
the American Southwest. In Zuni country, the efforts of these missionary teachers failed to bridge the cultural gap between the Indians and
Anglo-Americans. Zuni parents, students, and tribal leaders resisted the
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overtures of zealous CRC missionaries. In the long run, however, the
educational experience gradually chipped away at the cohesiveness of
the tribal soCiety, and eventually brought some Zunis into the fold of
mainstream America. Still, Zuni Indians have shown remarkable resilience in preserving their heritage, even in the face of strong
assimilationist pressures.
The people of Hepatina (the Middle Place), as Zunis called themselves, came into contact with Westerners through the labors of
Franciscan missionaries. Franciscans emphasized Christian doctrines,
as well as instruction in reading, writing, and vocational training. But
Zunis recoiled from these offerings and "clung to their ancient practices and beliefs," according to one padre. 7
Another group, Presbyterian missionaries, also failed to undermine
the collective consciousness of the tribe. In the years after the Civil War,
government subsidies given under the school contract system-whereby
religious groups that set up schools on reservations received financial
aid on a per capita basis-encouraged the Presbyterian Church and other
Protestant denominations to establish mission schools in the Southwest.
. Beginning in the late 1870s, Presbyterian missionaries-such as Reverend Henry K. Palmer and his successor, Reverend Taylor F. Ealy-ran a
school on the reservation that drew only a handful of Zuni students.
Zuni parents' indifference toward the school meant that few Indian children received practical instruction in European American farming and
homemaking techniques. Some adult Indians, tempted by the school's
offer of free clothing and food, sent their children to school, but prevented their attendance during days set aside for ritual dances and traditional ceremonies. 8 Most Zunis, in the words of a Dutch visitor to the
reservation, failed to "see why they should allow their children to be
taught the doctrine and ideas which differ so greatly from their own and
those of their ancestors."9 A significant number of Indians, however,
utilized the medical services provided at the school. Thus, manyappreciated the material benefits of white civilization, but were less receptive
to values that threatened the cohesiveness of their society. 10
Frustrated by their failure to make any significant inroads into Zuni
religion, Presbyterian mission workers withdrew from the field in 1897,
and educational services fell into the hands ofthe Bureau ofIndian Affairs. This development also stemmed, in part, from the termination of
federal payments to denominational mission schools in the 1890s. In
Zuni territory, the federal agency opened a regular day school at Halona
in 1897, but the school challenged little of the old tribal ways of life. II
Zuni Indians, havingjust succeeded in resisting the well-meaning overtures of these white men, found themselves in the early twentieth century confronting another group of misguided reformers. This time, the
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new harbingers of Anglo civilization-the CRC missionaries-mounted
a more aggressive plan of Americanization than had their predecessors
which eventually enervated the close-knit Zuni society.
Although Protestant denominations in the early years of the twentieth century showed, in the words of historian Pierce R. Beaver, an "evident slump in interest in the Indians," a few including the Christian
Reformed Church remained active in the mission field. '2 The first CRC
mission workers in Zuni territory, Andrew and Effa Vander Wagen, introduced themselves to tribal leaders as qualified "farmer and stockman" and "medical woman" respectively. Speaking on behalf of his
people, Chief Naochi responded, "Your words have not only entered
into our ears, but have lodged in our hearts. Come over and help us. "13
By offering their skills to the community, the Vander Wagens won
the friendship of a sizeable portion of the local population. They earned
the gratitude and respect of the Zunis for their medical services during a
devastating smallpox epidemic that wiped out countless Indian lives at
the height of the 1898-99 winter. As a token of appreciation, the Indians allowed Vander Wagen to establish his chapel in the pueblo and
honored the Vander Wagens' courage through a folktale entitled "Ed
Vanderwagen and the Bears. "14
Though the Zunis appreciated the material culture of the whites, few
listened to the accompanying spiritual message. In a meeting with Vander
Wagen, members of the Zuni Council expressed their fears of invoking
the wrath of the Indian gods if they paid obeisance to the Christian God.
They predicted that bad droughts and poor crops would be the gods'
punishment for abandoning ritual dances and homage ceremonies. IS
Members of the Zuni tribe also distanced themselves from white
institutions to avoid "shaming." Anthropologists consider Zunis, more
than other Indians, to be easily embarrassed before others. A Zuni child,
anxious to make a positive impression on the rest of the tribe, pays considerable attention to what is expected of him and follows dutifully the
rules of his society. In 1902, familial objections prevented one young
Zuni girl, Nena Halean, from pursuing her Christian duties. After her
baptism, she returned to the folds of her indigenous religion and never
again appeared at fellowship meetings. 16
Already suspicious of the intentions of the missionaries, Zunis had
little to celebrate when in 1908 the Board of Heathen Missions erected a
one-room schoolhouse. CRC missionaries, unflinching in their determination to make progress, proposed to use the school to spread God's
word and to "fulfill the Master's [God's) commission to preach, teach,
and heal the Indian." 17 The school and the teachers were-in the words
of Cornelius Kuipers, a former principal of the establishment-"the
handmaidens of the church" because they "opened up opportunities to
visit homes and families" for proselytizing. IS
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Though the professed goal of the missionaries centered on conversions, few ignored the link between religion and civilization. Missionaries believed that the tribe had to develop the same social institutions as
whites in order to sustain Christianity in their midst. Like reformers of
the early twentieth century, CRC mission officials propagated detribalization
and private ownership of property. 19 One ordained missionary, Herman
Fryling, outlined the role of CRC mission workers: "besides
booklearning, they teach sanitation, hygiene, and how to better themselves materially by teaching them how to farm, dress better, live more
comfortable, and how to act in meeting with civilized people. "20 On the
whole, CRC missionaries denigrated Zuni culture as a roadblock to
proselytization.
Given missionaries' no compromise approach towards native religion and culture, Indians were not keen about sending their young to
the CRC school. They also had practical reasons for keeping their children away from the institution. One Zuni governor protested the establishment of the school on the grounds that his people needed their
children to work in the fields and at home. When school lessons began
on 5 October 1908, Native Americans who had earlier agreed to send
their children to the school reneged on their promise. Enrollment remained low for many years. Between 1908 and 1924, no more than
forty-five students out of nearly 400 Zunis below the age of eighteen
attended the school. 21
The general lack of interest in the school forced mission officials to
adopt more aggressive methods. They hired a Zuni to help persuade parents to accept the benefits of the schooling experience. This arrangement failed, however, to stabilize attendance. On a few occasions Zuni
leaders themselves placed their moral authority at the service of the
missionaries. One ex-governor, "Mr. Lewis," exhorted his people to accept Christian schooling. 22
Mission teachers often blamed low enrollment figures on the overcrowded conditions of the school. Missjonaries claimed that Zuni parents were interested in education, but the lack of space prevented more
children from joining their enrolled peers. Enrollment also fluctuated
from year to year because some parents exercised their right to transfer
their children to the nearby government school or, after 1922, to the
local Catholic school. 23
The number of students at the CRC day school began to increase in
the mid-I920s. In 1925, the school enrolled about seventy students.
When a new three-room school building was completed in the spring
of 1927, more Zuni children flocked to the school. On the eve of the
passage of the Indian Reorganization Act in 1934-the legislation which
promised to establish Indian self-determination-enrollment in the
school peaked at 104, a trend which paralleled the growth of mission
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schools across the state of New Mexico. 24 Parents began to recognize
that a few years of formal education could give their children an edge in
bridging the gap between their own and the white man's world. In a
1930 resolution the Council of New Mexico Pueblos declared the following: "we want our children ... to have day school education as white
children have."2~ Parents continued to bring their children to school after 1930, despite the impact of the Depression which forced school authorities to stop providing free clothes to the students. 26
Though yearly'enrollment improved somewhat in the 1930s, daily
absenteeism continued. Enrolled students frequently missed school, or
worse, dropped out. Female students often had to end their schooling
days before completing the entire program because of pregnancy or
impending matrimony. One student, Naomi, attended the school for two
years before dropping out at the age of twelve to marry. In 1921 alone,
five girls between the age offourteen and sixteen left school to marry. 27
Because a Zuni individual is only conferred full social recognition
following active involvement in socio-religious, rather than in economic,
activities, young students found it expedient to participate in tribal ceremonialism. The Zuni Way proscribes a continuous practice of rituals
and ceremonies that make heavy demands on time and energy. Early in
the winter, usually in late November or early December, both male and
female youngsters join members of the tribe in an elaborate religious
festival named the Shalako or house-blessing ceremony. This public
ceremony involved a series of rituals celebrating the annual coming of
the supernaturals to the village. Offerings and dances in honor of the
gods are key elements of this community-wide religious activity. These
religious observances often stood in the way of steady attendance. A
youngster named Lulu Zuni enrolled in October of 1908, but left during
the dancing season and never returned. Male students also abandoned
their studies to participate in a springtime initiation ceremony into a
Kachina society. Since the structure of Zuni communal-oriented religion consists of numerous cult groups, and since members of the tribe
are allowed to hold multiple memberships in these groups or societies,
young men and women rarely spent much time in school. 28
Furthermore, from April to June, few students attended school when
their families left the main village for their summer dwellings out in the
country, where they raised corn and other crops. For example, Yustsahe,
a ten year old boy, attended school for five months; then in early April
1910 he followed his parents to the countryside. According to one school
report, students also left school in early spring to help herd and shear
sheep. One student, Sayasitsa, missed'two months of school to help
tend the family stock. Pupils also lost learning time whenever the school
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closed due to serious epidemics. In 1924, an outbreak of whooping cough
swept through the reservation and delayed the opening of the new school
year by almost a month. 29
Attendance at the CRC school constantly fluctuated. The Indians'
unreceptive response was also determined by the level and nature of
involvement of the missionaries in the Zuni world. There was a tendency on the part of missionaries to permit other demands on their time
to take precedence over their teaching responsibilities. For example, female teachers since the days of Nellie De long, the first CRC teacher at
Zuni, shouldered the additional responsibility of visiting the old and
the sick in the village. They also took on the task of teaching hygiene
and personal care-since many women and children suffered from skin
diseases. Both teachers and the principal also spent much time filling
out government reports (quarterly, semi-annual, and annual), completing monthly reports to the mission board, updating correspondence with
financial beneficiaries, and attending weekly meetings with other missionaries in Rehoboth or Gallup. The CRC teachers assigned to Zuni
also devoted countless hours teaching religious classes outside the reservation, travelling as far as fifty miles or more to reach nomadic Navajos throughout the rugged country.30
During the first thirty years of the school's existence, one particular issue more than any other problem diverted the attention of the missionaries from the task at hand. Rooted in a personal conflict between
two missionaries, layman Andrew Vander Wagen and Reverend Herman
Fryling, this bitter animosity divided the small white community ofthe
Zuni reservation. Vander Wagen accused Fryling of undermining his plan
to establish an Indian industrial school on the outskirts of the reservation. When Vander Wagen opened a trading post, Fryling claimed that
Vander Wagen planned to profit from articles manufactured by the students of the so-called industrial school. Reverend Fryling also blamed
Vander Wagen for the tense relations between Zunis and CRC missionaries, citing unsatisfactory business dealings between Vander Wagen and
local Indians as the cause of the contention. Tensions built and even
Zunis became involved. In 1911, the Vander Wagen faction presented a
petition signed by approximately four hundred Zunis demanding
Fryling's removal. But nothing came of this request, and Fryling remained in Zuni. 31
Fryling finally was avenged in 1925 when a female teacher branded
Vander Wagen a heretic. She declared him unfit to be a member of the
church and stormed out of a meeting attended by a number of Indians.
The struggle between the two factions continued into the 1930s, in spite
of attempts by higher authorities to reconciliate the warring parties. 32
The rift within the white community left an indelible impression on the
native people. Already unconvinced of the benefits of A,nglo civiliza-
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tion, Indians now received confirmation of their convictions. One tribal
leader advised a mission worker "to tell [what] you say to us to your
people, for they need it as much and more than we do."33
On the whole, Zuni Indians maintained some distance from CRC
officials, though most treated them cordially. One missionary assured
his eastern friends that "the people [Zuni] are friendly towards us, receive us in their homes ... speak freely to us, are willing to assist us in
every secular way."34 Yet Indian toleration of alien influence sometimes
stretched beyond the limits. In 1877, following the establishment ofthe
Zuni reservation, non-Indians established mines, farms, and ranches on
Zuni land. Non-Indians also restricted Zuni access to traditional grazing, hunting, gathering, and sacredareas by fencing the land. 35
Native Americans found it increasingly difficult to accept more foreign settlers in their midst. Throughout the 1910s, Zunis repeatedly destroyedfences around the mission, the minister's home, and even the
school building. Hostilities intensified in 1929 when CRC officials
brushed aside tribal objections to plans for mission expansion. Zunis
tried to prevent the erection of a fence cordoning off new land earmarked
for a playground, but failed. Not only did CRC workers secure that piece
of land, but they also ended up with property they had not paid for; the
missionary charged with overseeing this affair defiantly fenced off an
additional ten square feet. For the Zunis, this bitter experience deepened their anxiety about the possibility of losing control over the children to mission authorities. 36 Some parents did permit their youngsters
to enroll in the school, however. Pressure from school authorities intensified'to the point that even unwilling parents gave their consent. Youngsters sent to the school benefited from free clothing and lunches but
little else. One woman, Flora Zuni, admitted that she only sent her children to the CRC school because they "gave them better clothes there."37
Since the CRC mission school offered instruction from grades one
through sixth, most Zuni students ranged between the ages of five and
thirteen, although a few began their schooling in late adolescence. Anna
Walwe, for example, arrived at the school when she was seventeen years
old. Available statistical evidence, unfortunately, provides little clue on
the sexual distribution of the students. 38
Pupils followed formal instruction from nine in the morning until
three in the afternoon. A long lunch break of two hours interrupted the
daily schedule. Beginning in the mid-I920s, however, the school day
was extended by an hour to accommodate lessons in manual training
and home economics. Though school hours were somewhat shorter than
those in public schools, Indian students unfamiliar with the prescribed
schedule and more attuned to the leisurely pace of tribal life seemed to
find the adjustment difficult. 39

BENSON TONG

337

One of the most difficult adjustments involved "de-Indianization."
Mirroring the attitudes of government officials and reformers, CRC officials ran the school on the assumption that Indian ·children needed
training in discipline, etiquette, attire, and hygiene. Personal discipline
in these areas was designed to ensure spiritual growth-an obsessive
concern of the mission teachers. The fastidious matron bathed pupils
every week and washed their hands and faces every morning. Students
also learned oral hygiene and how to care for their hair. They were issued school clothes and work outfits, including undergarments, socks,
and shoes. Indoctrination of Christian thought began at this stage; the
matron often told the pupils Bible stories or taught gospel hymns. 4o
Few pupils took their classroom work in stride. For the boys and
girls, the rigid academic routine in the school was an educational experience that differed markedly from their traditional, informal method of
learning. Traditionally, Zuni children derived part of their knowledge of
the Indian world from tribal stories told by a skillful narrator. They listened to storytellers who presented subtle moral messages embedded
within the tales. Young children heard about the need to have a sense of
duty and fidelity to their elders. As apprentices to their parents, they
learned the skills necessary for adult life. Girls were trained to help their
mothers, while boys learned to be farmers and stockmen. In addition,
boys were taught to hunt, while girls engaged in beadwork and pottery
making. Both sexes absorbed the values of society from a number of
people: their parents, members of the extended family, and even mere
acquaintances. 41 The mission school sought to replace these authorities
with one fearful authority who sought to "wean children from their timeless life-style through routine and regimentation. "42
The formal curriculum in the CRC school emphasized reading, spelling, writing, arithmetic, and art, a curriculum similar to the government
day schools of the early twentieth century. Indian culture received no
attention. Unlike students in government or other missionary schools,
there is little evidence that CRC students were exposed to history, geography, science, or literature. Consequently, the students' world view
expanded little beyond their immediate surroundings. In 1917, the reading room in the mission building was stocked only with old magazines
and dusty copies of Christian literature. A library fund-raising campaign later that same year failed to provide anything but materials related to Christian theology. In the classroom, students memorized
biblical lessons, and repeated the teacher's "same short sentences over
and over again until they memorized the Gospel truths." Students learned
a number of Bible texts, the Apostle's Creed, the Ten Commandments,
and the Lord's Prayer by rote. Pupils also attended special Bible classes

338

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

JULY 1995

on a particular weekday, and also met for Sunday School work. An ordained minister usually ran these meetings, with the assistance of an
interpreter, and drilled the children in the "essentials of Bible truths."43
Like the government schools operated outside of reservations of that
time, the CRC day school offered vocational education. Though less
comprehensive and less intensive than government school training, the
goals ofthe CRC practical training program differed little from that of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs; that is, pupils would learn a variety of
mechanical skills which they could use to help raise a respectable
Anglo-like family. Indian boys applied these skills to build houses and
sheds, to mend fences, and even to repair shoes. The industrial training
program also served to promote the school's evangelical mission. At
one local meeting in 1930 the minutes read: "the school needs additional industrial quarters to meet local competition ... the industrial
output of a school is something the Zuni can easily see and appreciate,
more than booklearning. "44
Unfortunately, for some years this practical program remained in
the planning stage. In 1926, vocational education for boys began with
the arrival of the versatile layworker John Romeyn, who introduced carpentry and shoe repair classes-activities that received the wholehearted
support of the government field inspector. Later, he taught students how
to build fences, fix water pumps, tend gardens,and tackle plumbing problems. The shrewd instructor made use of the students' labor to repair
all physical defects in the mission buildings and surroundings. Pupils
clearly had more than a fair chance of putting into practice the knowledge they acquired. By 1930 the school's industrial department also offered beadwork-a concession to Zuni tradition brought on by strong
demands made throughout the 1920s by Commissioner of Indian Affairs Charles Burke and advocates of Indian arts and crafts. This toleration oflndian culture, however, ignored gender role differentiation within
the Zuni tribe; traditionally, girls rather than boys engaged in this particular craft activity.45
Indian girls at the CRe school discovered that their vocational training was the first stage in their assimilation to Anglo domestic life. The
curriculum focused on the basics of the skilled homemaker-sewing,
embroidery, and cooking. Instructors also taught laundry and ironing.
Girls in the higher grades attended cooking classes held by the housekeeper of the Zuni mission. These girls helped prepare the noon meal,
which usually consisted of homemade bread and powdered milk. Under
the supervision of a matron, all girls mended clothes and washed laundry. Most work related to student laundry and mending required weekly
attention. Student work details saved the school money and relieved
teachers of heavy burdens, particularly that of the matron. Because students themselves made few clothes, mission teachers frequently re-
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quested donations of used clothes from eastern churches. Donated
clothes were distributed to students and their families. Unlike industrial
training for boys, the girls' vocational experience was useless for reservation life; after all, sewing machines and western kitchen utensils were
almost non-existent in Zuni homes}6
School life for the boys and girls did include some extracurricular
activities. When recruitment improved in the late 1920s, school authorities organized team sports including baseball and basketball. The baseball team traveled outside Zuni territory and played against both CRC
and government school teams in the region. In 1935, the Zuni baseball
team capped off a successful year by beating their main rival, the Navajo team of the CRC Rehoboth school. 47
Under the assumption that Indian students needed to boost their
low self-confidence, CRC mission teachers cajoled their charges to participate in musical programs. Talented students were selected to join a
brass band, and members of the band, full of youthful energy, enjoyed
their practices and performances. A few highly talented pupilS earned
the honor of accompanying a teacher on a fund-raising tour of the East
during the early 1920s to collect donations for a proposed new building. These pupi Is performed skits, sang hymns, and delivered well-rehearsed orations. All students had at least one opportunity to take center
stage during the annual Christmas celebrations at the mission. Pupils
sang hymns and recited verses from the Bible, and in return, received
gifts of nuts, fruits, and candy. School authorities relied on these few
activities to sustain student interest, since church elders frowned on
school dances or screeni ngs of commercial films. For students, organized cultural activities opened another window into the Anglo world}8
Making opportunities available to students was one thing, but deriving full benefits from them was another. Zuni students struggled to
comprehend their school lessons. Zuni children were capable of absorbing new knowledge, according to one former principal, but faced an
uphill task "thinking in English." Their lack of proficiency in an alien
language often prevented them from reacting quickly to their teachers
and resulted in low grades for most subjects. Hypersensitivity to shame
also hindered learning in the mission school. 49 Because Zuni children
were sensitized to ridicule at a young age, he or she became "very
self-conscious when making mistakes and ... afraid of ridicule from
others," according to one teacher. 50
Missionaries working in the school were equally frustrated. Progress
in English language skills seemed indiscernible, despite the heavyemphasis on learning English. To some extent, the lack of progress in English proficiency could be attributed to the CRC Board of Indian
Mission's reluctance to put civilization ahead of Christianization. Like
many early twentieth-century missionaries, the board in 1915 opposed
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Commissioner of Indian Affairs Cato Sells' objection to the use of native languages in schools. As a result, mission workers in the CRC Zuni
school made no attempts to suppress the use of the Zuni language. In
fact, CRC teachers learned the tribal language so that they could use it
to impart biblical lessons. Herman Fryling, who served in the Zuni field
for more than twenty years, argued that a missionary fluent in the native language gained their confidence, therefore "his influence is far
reaching." Thus, mission school teachers compromised their personal
conviction about the inferiority of the Zuni language and culture for the
sake of evangelism. ~l
Many of the missionaries suffered from physical fatigue and general poor health due in part to unsuccessful acclimatization. The rugged
and desolate low-altitude region wore many of them down. 52 Beset by
such physical liabilities and frustrated by the derailment of their evangelical program, missionaries became defensive. They attempted to preserve the few gains achieved by imposing stern disciplinary measures
on any pupil who erred. When a student broke the rules, stressed Nellie
Lam, a CRC principal, "he must be taken to task and be put back on the
right track."~3 Another church worker, Cornelius Hayenga, said, "when
they [Indian children] see you mean business they give in."H Such postures only heightened the uneasy atmosphere ofthe classroom, making
it even more difficult for the students to have a fruitful experience.
Though CRC teachers harbored no personal animosities toward their
wards and even praised those who converted, the superior-inferior relationship between teacher and student, exacerbated by the dogmatic
and paternalistic attitudes of teachers, ensured that few students would
form strong bonds offriendship with their instructors. Nonetheless, these
mission teachers who worked closely with the Indians were less inclined
than their fellow brothers and sisters in the East to call the students
"liars," "cheats," and other derogatory names. Students, for their part,
respected their teachers-they gave matron Nellie Hamming the Zuni
nickname of see-Juh-se-it-sah. or "a high priest's daughter"-while
maintaining some distance from their superiors. 5~
Before 1935 the CRC day school graduated students at grade six. In
that year, four students passed the eighth grade examination, so school
officials decided to show off their accomplishment. At a special commencement, students presented an elaborate program for local dignitaries. Before this time, many students did not complete the six-year
program.~6

Students who completed a few years of study usually continued their
involvement in the tribal subsistence economy. A few found menial jobs
in Gallup, working as day laborers on construction sites or as
semi-skilled workers in railroad repair shops. In 1924, mission workers
in Gallup reported the presence of forty Indian laborers at these work-
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ing places. These urban Indians were the exceptions, however. Most
ex-pupils-even the few Christian Zunis-remained within the boundaries of the Zuni country. Once adults, these ex-pupils fulfilled the predictions of southwestern mission workers, gathered for a conference in
Flagstaff, Arizona, in 1910, that "the great majority [of mission school
graduates] will return to the ordinary family life and occupations of their
people.... "S7
Anglo teachers, nevertheless, hoped that the most capable students
would continue their education at reservation boarding schools and then
return to the reservation to continue their Anglo ways and initiate
changes. The church weekly, The Banner, reported in 1917 that about
thirty-five young Zuni men attended non-reservation schools in the
Southwest. In the 1920s, a handful of students made their way to the
Albuquerque Indian School, and by 1933 ten of them had completed a
course of study through the twelfth grade. Missionaries were convinced
that these returning students, hopefully the future elite of the tribe, would
proselytize the gospel among their fellow kinsmen. s8
But CRC officials saw little of their labor come to fruition. Albuquerque students who accepted Christianity tended to backslide upon
returning to their homeland and eventually reverted to the old ways. Of
the many children who followed the CRC program, only a few accepted
"the white man's religion." After the establishment of the school, ten
years passed before school authorities celebrated the first conversion.
No conversions were recorded throughout the 1920s, and between 1931
and 1938 only two students received the blessings of baptism. Not until
the postwar years did missionaries have a large enough pool of Christian students to run the day school. S9 Rex Natewa, a pioneer Zuni teacher,
wrote in 1951 that he was "very thankful for the school" and praised
the Board ofIndian Missions "for sending the Christian teachers so that
through these teachers Zunis might have the Gospel messages."60
Natewa, however, was part of a tiny minority; most Zuni Indians
who came in contact with church workers showed little enthusiasm for
the "white man's religion." Time and time again, mission workers bemoaned that family and 'community pressures thwarted the intentions
of interested pupils. Unlike off-reservation schools, day schools such
as the CRC institution maintained little control over their pupils outside the walls of the classroom and consequently, observed missionary
Cornelius Hayenga, "the results ... [were] very meager." Students feared
ostracism by Zuni society if they accepted the overtures of their evangelistic instructors. Christianization, the central tenet of the CRC educational program, floundered as a result of passive resistance by students
and parents alike. As late as the 1960s, conversions were few, although
many maintained loose affiliation with one denomination or another. 61
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The rate of assimilation remained somewhat different. Ex-students
of the CRC school, particularly those who stayed on for a few years,
learned many aspects of the Anglo lifestyle. Students were forced to
confront the white man's civilization when CRC teachers promoted assimilation as the cornerstone of their evangelical program. In spite of
the foreign, rigidly structured CRC atmosphere of learning, students
picked up some basic English language skills and certain aspects of Anglo
material culture. Once their school days ended, Zuni youngsters slowly
"began to \ favor the white man's way of life," according to an irked Zuni
parent. The same parent claimed that "although the people carried on
the old ceremonies they [children] seemed to feel differently towards
them. "62 The process of acculturation for the younger generation brought
them into conflict with their elders, but the struggle to break with the
past continued into adulthood. A 1948 study of Zuni men who attended
the CRC school, served in the military during World War II, and returned to the community afterwards revealed that traditional sanctions
were still strong enough to force these men to abandon their "white
ways" and return to the traditional life. 63
The cultural meeting between Zunis and the missionaries during the
assimilation period produced less than satisfactory results for both parties. Mission teachers failed to convince the natives of the intrinsic value
of Christianity, while Zunis had their traditions threatened, though not
severely, by the dominant Anglo culture. Urged to explain the unsuccessful efforts of his colleagues, a CRC teacher replied, "the hindrances
are many. "64 Indians, for their part, also encountered many obstacles as
they strove to accomodate change in the" twentieth-century American
West.
.
The Zuni-missionary meeting at crossroads also brought benefits
to both sides. In the years following the passage of the Indian Reorganization Act in 1934, CRC mission workers, realizing the futility of their
approach, gradually applied the spirit of cultural pluralism to their work. 65
At first, missionaries rejected the Indian New Deal-the Roosevelt
administration's attempt during the Great Depression to guarantee native cultures and to promote Indian self-government-and called it a
"return to the blanket." Their attitude shifted in the early 1940s. Mission workers made serious efforts to learn and teach the Zuni language,
and the Board ofIndian Missions outlined a comprehensive educational
program for the day school. Aware of past shortcomings, the CRC General Conference ofIndian missionaries in 1950 called for greater tolerance of Indian languages and social customs. 66 That shift in attitude
seemed all the more remarkable in light of the postwar official Indian
policy of termination-an "updated version of the old policy of assimilation," according to one scholar. 67
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The "People of the Middle Place"· had taken the long uncertain road
of acculturation, though harboring doubts about white civilization. In
striving to come to terms with the dominant culture, Zunis did not forget the lessons they heard in folk tales, including one which ended with
this warning: "With the ways of the white man entering into our lives,
perhaps it will not be long before our people become a wandering tribe,
aimlessly roving the path of self-deterioration and destruction. "68 These
Native Americans had good reasons to treat cross-cultural interactions
with circumspection. Their distrust of white society distanced them from
Euro-American outsiders. In the end, Zuni Indians maintained enough
resilience to resist, and then adapt, to the changing landscape of their
home, the "Middle Place.".
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Book Reviews

The Wealth of Nature: Environmental History and the Ecological Imagination. By Donald Worster. (New York: Oxford University Press, 1993. x + 255
pp. Notes, index. $25.00.)
Though historiographers place the origins of the field of environmental history in the 1950s and 1960s, it has really been since the late 1970s that it has
spread like wildfire. One of the scholars responsible for the recent growth and
popularity of environmental history is Donald Worster. Now we have, in The
Wealth of Nature, a collection of sixteen of his most varied, provocative, and
engaging articles and lectures from this era.
The essays range from topics as diverse as the influence of Calvinism on
John Muir's environmentalism to proposals dealing with the marriage of ecology
and agriculture, and from models of ecological approaches to history to water
development in the American West. But Worster presents a common thesis throughout: he argues that the "core paradox of the modern era," which is the "core
message of environmental history," is that while we have a great "appreciation of
the material world," at the same time we have "taken a narrowly materialistic
attitude toward it" (p. x).
Though scholarly pieces all, the essays included here are based less on objective historical reason than they are on moral imperative. This is a particular
strength of the collection. Increasingly, environmental historians are prone to
pussyfoot around terms such as "abuse" and "destroy" when trying to explain
what humans have done to the environment. They prefer terms such as "change"
and "alter," believing that these terms are neither laden with cultural relativism
nor moral judgment. Worster, on the other hand, is not afraid to tell it like it is
according to his view. And well he should, for as he eloquently points out, materialism of the modern age underlies the ecological crisis which is also "fast becoming the crisis of modern culture," and is also and therefore the "root of...
self-destruction" (p. 218).
Most of the essays in The Wealth of Nature are written in a style accessible to
the general reading public.· They may be read together or individually. The reader
will-and Worster realizes this in his preface-find some contradictions. This is
not surprising, since the essays also reflect an evolution in Worster's thought
. over a period of several years, and they concern a field that is still dynamically
developing. The contradictions also provoke one to think in different ways about
complex problems with which environmental history deals.
Peter G. Boag
Idaho State University
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Women in Waiting in the Westward Movement: Life on the Home Frontier.
By Linda Peavy and Ursula Smith. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press,
1994. xvii + 381 pp. Illustrations, notes, index. $35.00 cloth, $17.95 paper.)
Western women's history has expanded to encompass so much literature in
the past ten years, one might be tempted to think the trend must soon exhaust
itself. Anyone harboring such a notion will be forced to abandon it when confronted with Linda Peavy and Ursula Smith's work, Women in Waiting in the
Westward Movement: Life on the Home Frontier. With this fresh and engaging
topic, these authors remind us that western women's history continues to provide
rich areas for exploration.
Peavy and Smith argue that the western movement more commonly led to
the separation of American families than generally recognized. Furthermore, even
when history has acknowledged that bonanza industries drew married men away
from home and hearth, it has emphasized the resulting "bachelor communities"
of the West and ignored the distaff side of the separation.
This book seeks to redress this omission. An introductory chapter considers
how families decided to separate, the economic reverses and successes women
faced, the nature of long distance communication between spouses, the inevitable termination of some relationships, and the difficulties of reunion. The remainder of the book covers the lives of six women, for whom separation from a
husband proved a life-changing event. Both geographic and biographical range
mark these selections, each of which is written in a highly readable style.
Overall, the impression of matrimony that emerges from these tales is rather
positive, almost loving. The lives of the six women include hardships and painful interactions, but much of the text is a testimony to the endurance offamily
and spousal affection. Carefully documented endnotes, often as informative as
the chapters themselves, add ballast to the biographical sections.
This work suffers from some limitations, however, as it draws in the main
from the letters of only fifty-three separated families, and literate ones at that.
The six main subjects all fall into the category of white Protestant womanhood.
These factors place some constraints on the general applicability of the observations.
The final impact of this work might also have been enhanced by a concluding chapter. The introduction sets the context for the lives, and the lives engage
the reader, but the text comes to a somewhat abrupt end, without summary or
final analysis. Nonetheless, this book deserves positive attention for its careful
management of the material at hand, its focus on a unique aspect of women's
western lives, and its consideration of one more indicator that, in the West, women
endured, survived, excelled.
Anne M. Butler
Utah State University
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Figures in a Western Landscape: Men and Women oj the Northern' Rockies.
By Elizabeth Stevenson. (Baltimore, Maryland: Johns Hopkins University
Press, 1994. xii + 222 pp. Notes, bibliography, index. $25.95.)

Eleven of Figures in a Western Landscape's twelve chapters ponsist of vignettes of persons the author believes were affected by a particular geography.
For Elizabeth Stevenson, history is biography, and she contends that the northern
Rocky Mountains and the adjacent High Plains-what she considers the last American West-comprise an area given to individuality.
Stevenson begins with Meriwether Lewis, making random observations about
his famous journey and quoting extensively from his journal. The explorer, in
spite of being shot by one of his men while on a hunting expedition, found beauty
as well as travail in the unknown West. The writer proceeds to fur trapper Osborne
Russell, who set down in his journal a philosophy by which to survive in this
primitive environment. Naturalist John Kirk Townsend traveled into the mountains with Milton Sublette, became impatient with the Indians' way of life, but
helped make the West known to the East. Stevenson's chronology continues with
trader John Owen, Father Pierre Jean De Smet, settlers James and Granville Stuart,
editor Thomas Dimsdale, sheriff-outlaw Henry Plummer, soldiers George Crook
and John Gregory Bourke, artist Charles M. Russell, and tinally lingers on the
legendary Calamity Jane.
If the letters that Jean McCormick made public in 1941 are to be believed,
Calamity Jane emerges as a more complex figure than myth would indicate.
McCormick claimed that she was Jane's daughter, raised in England, and that the
handwritten letters she produced were from her mother. While most authorities"
dismiss these letters as a hoax, Stevenson maintains that someone who knew so:
much about the flamboyant Deadwood resident surely must have written them.
Elizabeth Stevenson spent her childhood in the Rocky Mountains and High
Plains, left the region as an adolescent, but later made annual trips to Montana,
Wyoming, and Alberta. She admits that Figures in a Western Landscape is an
attempt to "knit together" the two parts of her "separated life" (p. 173). For the
professional historian, however, her book is neither an especially good read nor
a source of revelation. It makes no cohesive statement, is old-fashioned at best,
and offers little to make it worthwhile.
Ronald L. Davis
Southern Methodist University

Abraham Lincoln and the Western Territories. Edited by Ralph Y. McGinnis
and Calvin N. Smith. (Chicago, lIIinois: Nelson-Hall Publishers, 1994. x +
222 pp. lIIustrations, maps, notes, index. $28.95.)

Scholars and buffs are still seeking out new angles on Abraham Lincoln and
the Civil War. This book poses a dual question: what influence did Lincoln as
president have on the territories, and what role did the territories play in his
administration and the war?
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The answer to each case: not much. Congress passed homestead, land grant
college, and transcontinental railroad acts in 1862, but none of them bore Lincoln's
personal stamp. Like other presidents, Lincoln used territorial appointments to
payoff minor political debts and to get inconvenient people out of the way. Beyond that, the territories to Lincoln were merely a distraction from the real business of the war. There was fighting in the far West, most notably at Glorieta Pass,
but it was a sideshow theater and everyone knew it (though some seem to have
forgotten it since). So Lincoln ignored the territories as much as he could, which
suited most westerners very well.
That leaves the eleven contributors to this book grasping for substance. They
do their best, filling in with background on the territorial system and striving to
make Lincoln look more engaged in territorial business than he really was. They
seize on a few routine patronage letters as proof of his concern, and they praise
him extensively for legislation with which he had little to do. But as Ralph
McGinnis admits, "it would be hard to mount a reasonable argument that Lincoln
thought much about New Mexico," or any territory, except for the appointments
it held (pp. 81-82).
The book allots a short chapter to each territory existent during Lincoln's
presidency. These chapters offer cursory reviews of territorial affairs (mostly
politics) from 1861 to 1865, all drawn from familiar standard works. There is
nothing new here. Nor does one have to be a "new western historian" to question
the unreflecting celebrationism in some essays, full of reverence for the sainted
Lincoln and the "hard-working, God-fearing people" (p. 5) who settled the West.
The better essays avoid such idealization and try to ask meaningful questions.
But overall, the book is without point and, unless people will buy anything that
has Lincoln's name on it, without audience.
Daniel Feller
University of New Mexico

Becoming Mexican American: Ethnicity, Culture, and Identity in Chicano
Los Angeles, 1900-1945. By George J. Sanchez. (New York: Oxford University Press, 1993. xiv + 367 pp. Illustrations, maps, tables, notes, bibliography, index. $35.00.)

Historians have used a variety of approaches to examine the social experience of Mexican immigrants in the United States during the early 1900s. Whichever perspective, the longstanding view was that the Mexican immigrant
community underwent little social and political assimilation into the American
civic culture. Becoming Mexican American challenges this common interpretation by exploring the cultural and political adaptation of the Los Angeles Mexican
immigrant community between 1900 and 1930.
Becoming Mexican American examines the economic and social changes in
Mexico during the early 1900s to show that immigrants "came from families engaged in years of creative adaptations" (p. 41). As such, Mexican emigrants did
not arrive centered on a "traditional" Mexican lifestyle but rather were predisposed to cultural adaptation in the United States. In Los Angeles, a city awash
with other recently arrived ethnic groups and ample employment opportunities,
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Mexican immigrants were further shaped by complex social forces. These included Protestants and other denominations that chipped away at Mexican culture in order to Americanize them. In contrast, the Mexican consulate viewed its
citizens as temporary sojourners in the United States and tried to maintain the
integrity of the Mexican culture. By the 1930s, however, the Los Angeles Mexi- , '
can American community was neither "American" nor "Mexican." Instead, a
well-defined urban Mexican American cultural identity materialized.
In terms of historiographical approach, this study is revisionist and in line
with recent work on Chicano history. Becoming Mexican American makes a significant contribution to Chicano historiography through its examination of the
dynamics of Mexican American life in Los Angeles. It 'argues that Mexican Americans were not static and, like other immigrants, they experimented with their own
cultural values and those of the United States in order to adapt to life in southern
California. In less than two decades after the majority of the immigrants arrived,
Mexican Americans had fashioned a culture unique from its Mexican and United
States antecedents. Unlike other immigrants in Los Angeles, however, Mexican
Americans experienced little economic mobility.
This book challenges other scholars to examine Mexican immigrant communities outside of Los Angeles. Did communities elsewhere remain rigid and unresponsive to life in the United States or did they demonstrate the resiliency of
Mexican Americans in Los Angeles? Becoming Mexican American also sheds new
light on the intersection of ethnic identity and the advancement of political consciousness among Mexican Americans. For example, Mexican Americans felt quite
ambivalent about their place in American society due to the repatriation of persons of Mexican descent during the Great Depression. Yet in spite of civil rights
abuses and fear of potential deportation, a new motivation for full citizenship
emerged.
."
Becoming Mexican American is also valuable to United States social history
because it places the Mexican American experience of Los Angeles in the context
of larger- national events. Albeit briefly, the book compares the Mexican American cultural creativity in Los Angeles of the period to the Harlem Renaissance.
Sanchez should be praised for this important and carefully written book. It is a
dynamic portrayal of the social and political transformation of Mexican immigrants into a well-defined Mexican American community in Los Angeles.
Erasmo Gamboa
University of Washington

Mission Culture 011 the Upper Amazon: Native Tradition,Jesuit Enterprise,
& Secular Policy in Moxos, 1660-1880. By David Block. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1994. xiii + 240 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts, tables,
appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $30.00.)
David Block presents an historical account of mission life in Moxos, a savanna region in the upper Amazon of Bolivia. The missions .he describes were
founded by the Jesuits in the mid-seventeenth century. He divides the history
into three distinct epochs: the tropical forest culture that spans the millennium
prior to the arrival of the Spaniards, a sec5>nd period dominated by the culture'
that arose out of the Jesuit missions, and the final period ongoing .from Moxos
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integration into the world economy after 1767 to the creation of the Beni Department in 1842, and to the rubber boom of the 1880s. For Block, mission culture in
Moxos reached its apex under Jesuit rule and slipped grudgingly into oblivion
between 1767 and 1910.
In terms of historical significance, Block states that "Mission culture bridged
Moxos ancient and modern world, giving the native people a breathing space
between autonomy and dependence" (p. 10). Paramount to Block's account is
that mission life in the Moxos did not end when the Jesuits were expelled from
the Americas. It endured and the Indians who resided in the missions were able,
for a while, to fend off the commercialization of the region during the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries.
In Block's view, during the Jesuit century, the Indians were content to work
as partners with the missionaries in building an enduring mission culture. Together they formed an amalgam that was unique to the missionary experience in
the New World. The missions in Moxos, according to Block, took the best of both
European and native experience to produce cultural change of great importance.
Block presents an interesting thesis. Ultimately, however, his book must be
considered in terms of how it connects to Indian survival. While the Jesuit missions offered the Indians protection and education, they nonetheless were institutions that sought to convert native people to a European mode of existence. The
question remains: is Block truly writing about a synthesis or the manner in which
the Indians in Moxos chose to assure their long term viability? On this point, the
author seems confused. On one hand, he espouses his amalgamation theory while
on the other, he acknowledges that the Indians were often resistant to change. In
the end, Block states that his book "is more accurately the account of a struggle
for Indian survival, a struggle that continues five-hundred years after Columbus's
arrival on American shores set it in motion" (p. 181).
Thus, in spite of data that shows the Moxos experience was unique, Block
begs the question: were the Jesuit efforts in Moxos different from missionary
endeavor elsewhere? Ultimately, native culture was destroyed. Furthermore, to
add another question: would the descendants of Moxos agree with Block's ideas
on amalgamation? Judging from recent protests by native peoples in the Americas, they might find difficulty with that assumption.
Alvin M. Goffin
University of Central Florida

Citizens Against the MX: Public Languages in the Nuclear Age. By Matthew
Glass. (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1994. xxii + 188 pp. Appendix,
notes, bibliography, index. $29.95.)
Matthew Glass recounts the inspiring story of the public movement to defeat
the deployment of the MX missile system in Utah and Nevada in order to provide
an assessment of "the contemporary potential for the practice of democratic citizenship" (p. xvii). The case of citizen action against MX is noteworthy for two
reasons. First, it constitutes an exception to the rule of public ignorance and apathy on matters of foreign and defense policy. More importantly, the public language that the movement used'to challenge the national security imperative
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supporting MX/MPS was unique, even different from the rhetoric traditionally
employed by the antinuclear movement in America. Instead of taking the "moral
high ground" or employing "scientific" evidence to challenge MX/MPS, opponents questioned the ethics of a government that would sacrifice its citizens for
more nuclear accuracy and fire power. Glass provides a descriptive account of
opposition activities in the MX controversy in the first half of the book, and a
readable overview of the literature on the nature of public action in pluralist
political theory in the second half. Drawing upon personal interviews with participants in Utah and Nevada, the public record and scholarly works, Glass retells
the MX story with a moral twist.
As a Utahan and chronicler of the MX controversy, I find a number of underlying assertions in this book unconvincing. The first is that the Mormon
Church's position on MXIMPS was motivated by something other than parochial
self-interest. Although there were a few Mormons, such as Ed Firmage, whose
selfless endeavors to defeat the project on moral grounds drew upon Mormon
doctrine, it is inappropriate to equate Firmage with the church. The church was
foremost concerned with the diminution of power that might result from the influx of thousands of nonbelievers into Zion. This is not to underrate the impact
of the statement of the first presidency against the weapons system. Secondly,
Glass overrates the impact of the moral thread that the Western Shoshone and
Mormons contributed to the complex weave that became the coalition against
MXIMPS. As the author readily acknowledges, almost all of the secular leaders
of the movement and their followers defined the issue as "bad economics, bad
nuclear strategy, bad land use" (p. 88). Ranchers were concerned about their
livelihood, environmentalists were concerned about the devastation of the fragile, arid region of the Great Basin, and Mormons were concerned about their
theocracy. And while Glass is correct in noting that <;itizens (regardless of ideological or religious identity) were concerned about being incinerated in an attack
on the system by the Soviets, Utah already held the dubious honor of being a first
strike zone, given its military significance during the cold war.
The movement, however, was not void of moral inspiration. The Western
Shoshone sincerely believe that they have an obligation to protect the land. Several of the movement's most ardent workers had no personal stake in the decision except as citizens opposed to America's military policies, and the deployment
of nuclear weapons anywhere. Related to this is a third concern: the author's
perception of the politicization that went on among Utahans and Nevadans. While
the moral tone of the message that the MX coalition voiced may have been distinctively non-Weberian, the message remained a strategic tool. Citizens in Utah
and Nevada were politicized because MX/MPS threatened their current (not future) way of life, even in the absence of a nuclear exchange with the Soviets.
Glass's book is most valuable as a theoretical defense of public action in
democratic society. There is simply no convincing empirical or theoretical evidence to justify excluding the public from questions of nuclear weapons. On the
. contrary, a policy-making process that confines decision making to an elite violates the principles upon which democracy stands. Democracy's viability is as
much contingent upon the nature of policy making as it is on the decisions that
process produces. Moreover, military hardware questions raise not only techni-
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cal and strategic issues, but moral and ethical concerns that are most effectively
resolved in an public forum. Glass's message is that active citizenship will become a reality only when Americans embrace the importance of public discourse
to democracy's viability and adopt a public language that transcends self-interest
and redefines private rights as public goods; in this case, the preservation of
personal liberties. "Citizens who seek to protect their own particular ways of life
need to phrase their moral appeals in language of the general interest in order to
get a hearing" (p. 119). In order to get a hearing, however, there also needs to be
a critical mass, the threat of legal obstacles, and the capacity to leverage political
power. This is the lesson of the citizens movement against the MX.
Lauren Holland
University of Utah

Girl on a Pony. By LaVerne Hanners. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press,
1994. xiv + 208 pp. Illustrations, maps. $19.95.)
LaVerne Hanners, author of Girl on a Pony, is Professor Emeritus of English
at the University of Arkansas, but her academic credentials should not lead the
potential reader of this book into thinking that it is a serious academic tome-the
title would probably dispel that notion in any case. Girl on a Pony is part reminiscence, part a nostalgic re-creation of ranch life between the two world wars,
and part humorous storytelling. The book's charm lies in its unpretentious and
often sentimental description of lives which might, in the hands of another author, seem depressing, but here they are made to seem optimistic, eve!) on occasion quietly heroic.
The book is not, in the strictest sense, a work of history; nevertheless there is
much in it that will appeal to the historian who will, for example, find first-hand
accounts of how individuals in this period dealt with the Great Depression, how
they struggled to achieve an education, and how they perceived relations between men and women.
There is pleasant nostalgia in the book, of course-free-ranging childhood,
the storytelling, witty cowboys, dances and parties, one-room schoolhouses. But
.there are strong doses of reality as well: ferocious hail storms and floods, dangerous cold conditions, and "critters" ranging from rattlesnakes to obstreperous
Shetland ponies. Anyone who has lived long in that part of the country where
Colorado, New Mexico, and Oklahoma meet will recognize Hanners's respect for
and occasional fear of the elements. Her description of a dust storm during the
great drought of the 1930s is particularly effective.
Hanners is especially good at describing the lives of women in this rough
land. Readers of a certain age will nod with recognition of the difficulties of
laundry done with boiling tubs and sadirons, of cutting dress material from newspaper patterns, and of dealing with medical emergencies miles from the nearest
doctor. Younger readers will learn something of the realities of frontier women's
lives from Hanners's description of the never-ending domestic and farm chores.
.Perhaps most important of all are Hanners's memories of young women coming
of age, of women's support of one another in times of crisis, and of women
creating beauty from the scraps of material at hand.
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Girl on a Pony is an excellent memoir, covering a time which is now remembered only by the older members of the population. It will be especially
useful to social and women's historians, but will also appeal to anyone interested
in the history of the Southwest in the twentieth ·century.
Billie Barnes Jensen
San Jose State University

Land Grants and Lawsuits in Northern New Mexico. By Malcolm Ebright.
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1994. xiv + 399 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $50.00 cloth, $24.95 paper.)
Alleged injustices suffered by land grant heirs incense Malcolm Ebright, an
attorney "passionately committed," according to John R. Van Ness's foreword,
"to righting these wrongs, wrongs that should shock the conscience of every
fair-minded American" (p. xii). Fair enough, but how, I wondered, might Ebright's
advocacy affect his scholarship? Was this another case of overzealous revisionism-giving the perceived victims more than their due, substituting new biases
for old-or a fair-minded effort to encourage, in the author's own words, "a
high level of scholarship, imaginative new approaches, and open debate" (p. 265)?
I need not have worried.
Nowhere have I seen a more informative explanation of how the system of
land use and ownership in peripheral Hispanic New Mexico evolved from Spanish precedents, or of how profoundly at variance it was with the Anglo-American
legal tradition imposed upon it by conquest in the mid-nineteenth century. Not
surprisingly, a proud, individualistic, and imperial United States seemed neither
willing nor able to grasp the importance in New Mexico of informal, customary
law, common property, or actual possession as opposed to narrowly defined,
written evidence of title, or the unfairness of putting the burden on land grant
heirs to prove ownership as claimants in adversarial courts. Lawyer Ebright returns to these points again and again.
There is far more to the case he presents than greedy, grasping Anglo lawyers dispossessing defenseless Hispano subsistence farmers. The profit motive
cut across ethnic lines. "By the 1820s," Ebright allows, "there was a tendency
among elite Hispanos such as Juan Estevan Pino and Donaciano Vigil 'to regard
land as an economic asset to be exploited for the capital it would raise, not for the
crops it would yield'" (p. 43). He observes, too, that despite divergent legal and
social values, the erratic U.S. courts "did render a few well-reasoned decisions
that stand out as beacons of fairness, showing how all these cases should have
been handled" (p. 50).
Land Granls and Lawsuits, a dozen separate essays based on a rich array of
pri mary and secondary sources and' bound by common themes, neatly blends
analysis and narrative. Legal commentary and the people affected are never far
removed, and some of the latter are hard to forget. The illustrations, especially
Glen Strock's drawings and dingbats, are delightful.
This is a persuasively argued case. Ebright, the prosecutor, presents the historical evidence for community land grant heirs, the plaintiffs, against state and
federal government, the defendants. His readers are the jury. We may suspect
from time to time that there is another side. I, for one, would like to know who
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on the, New Mexico Supreme Court in 1912 reformed the dastardly partitioned
statute passed by the territorial legislature in 1876 and why. Until we hear from
counsel for the defense, who had better have her facts straight, Ebright's masterful pleadings will prevail. They may even serve justice.
John L. Kessell
University of New Mexico

Indian Slavery in the Pacific Northwest. By Robert H. Ruby and John A.
Brown. (Spokane, Washington: Arthur H. Clark Company, 1993. 336 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $37.50.)

Robert H. Ruby and John A. Brown's study of slavery in northwestern tribes
presents a thorough analysis of similarities and differences in the trade and treatment of slaves in four general regions of the Northwest. According to Ruby and
Brown, slavery among Indians in the Pacific Northwest began and ended because
of economics. The rich subsistence the northern coast provided gave rise to a
culture of extravagance long before contact with whites. The demand for slaves
by elites at the top of stratified societies rested on their need for display more
than for labor. The potlatch ceremony featured disposing through gifts or destruction vast amounts of property, including slaves, to enhance the reputation of
the ruling class. Untouchable in life, slaves were not buried as tribesmen after
death, but left to rot or dumped into the sea. Ceremonials, burials, cannibalism,
and use of slaves as scapegoats by their owners demonstrate the gruesome realities of slavery in the northern corridor.
Contact with whites initially served to expand slavery and finally caused its
demise. The Columbia River region escalated the practice as international trade
increased, and the prices of good slaves rose in the American-European-Indian
trading market in the early nineteenth century, especially after Americans exerted
pressure to stop Indian slavery. Chinooks at the mouth of the Columbia practiced
slavery most intensely, adopting the rigid hierarchical lines of the institution's
northern homeland. Governor George Simpson's observation that slaves were
the "principal circulating medium" on the Northwest coast (p. 78) could ~ptly
stretch from a Spaniard's early description of it, through raids during reservation
days when the practice finally fragmented in the forced egalitarianism of subsistence dependency. Disease also played a part in the diminution of wealth which
had propagated the practice of slavery.
Plateau Indians collected slaves as prizes of war rather than as chattel. Horses,
the primary medium of exchange in that geographical area, facilitated raiding
neighboring tribes. In more egalitarian Plateau societies, however, slaves could
marry tribesmen. The variation in southern coastal groups, present-day northern
California and southern Oregon, showed stricter dictates in the slave-captive relationship than Plateau Indians to the west, but more fluidity than Chinooks or
northern coastal tribes. Klamaths acted as the premiere slave traders of Oregon's
interior. But the greatest ~Iave marketplace occurred at the Dalles, where' coastal
tribes met local Wishrams, Wascos, and Teninos, as well as Plateau tribes.
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European-American trade items accelerated bartering at this central tn,ding spot
until mid-century when the treaty period curtailed freedom of movement and
exchange. Development during this period of the demise of slave trading proves
to be a weak link in the authors' economic thesis.
Ruby and Brown reviewed journals of explorers, travellers, missionaries,
and fur traders in order to glean any reference to Indian slavery, to produce a
comprehensive view of the subject. The authors cut through prejudicial accounts
to present the grisly facts with dispassionate historical perspective. Scholars of
Native Americans, early Pacific Northwest history, and slavery will all find this
study riveting, ably researched, documented with substantial footnotes, and amplified by maps and pictures.
Carol Lynn MacGregor
Boise State University

Indian Population Decline: The Missions oj Northwestern New Spain,
1687-1840. By Robert H. Jackson. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico
Press, 1994" xii + 229 pp. Maps, charts, tables, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95.)

This volume brings together the results of Robert H. Jackson's ongoing research on the demographic history of Baja California, Alta California, and the
Pimeria Alta of present-day A.rizona and Sonora. The author's objectives are
clearly defined. Eschewing the frustrating and often polemical "numbers game"
played by those who attempt to measure precontact populations, he opts instead
to trace and explain the process of demographic decline among Indians congregated into Jesuit, Franciscan, and Dominican missions. His conclusions substantiate and amplify the work of Sherburne Cook and other demographic historians.
The natives of northwestern New Spain experienced nothing short of "a worstcase scenario of the impact of colonialism on indigenous populations" (p. 160).
Heavy mortality among women and young children offset the moderate to high
birthrates observed at many missions. Asa result, nowhere in the area under
study did the mission population succeed in reproducing itself, and growth only
occurred when missionaries actively recruited new converts, often by force. Meanwhile, the region's non-Indian population grew steadily throughout the period
under study.
Jackson also delves into "the causes of this demographic collapse. Epidemics
of Old World maladies surely played a role, but in no way do they adequately
explain such drastic population loss, especially in Alta California, which until the
early nineteenth century remained relatively isolated from cycles of disease that
ravaged other parts of New Spain. The "coercive social control" (p. 127) exercised over mission Indians in Alta California subjected them to excessive psychological stress and weakened their resistance to a variety of ailments, while
overcrowding and poor sanitation further increased mortality rates. Jackson ends
with an impassioned indictment of the Bourbon monarchy and its drive to colo-
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nize the northern frontier by exploiting the muscle power of Indians native to the
region. Though missionaries and civil officials were aware of the demographic
catastrophe, "they made little adjustment in a program that in the short run ful·
filled the objectives of the colonial state" (p. 166).
Although many of Jackson's findings have been published elsewhere in article form, students of the region will appreciate the careful1y-drawn comparisons among the various missionary fields and among individual missions over
the course of Spanish and Mexican rule. For readers new to the field, an extensive introduction provides useful background on the missions' history, and
. Jackson's meticulous tables and charts will make this book a ready reference for
future researchers.
Cheryl E. Martin
University of Texas at El Paso

Indians and Intruders in Central California. 1769-1849. By George Harwood
Phillips. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1993. xv + 223 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $24.95.)
This is an interesting and important book. In line with other recent studies of
California Indians-some of them by the same author-it sharply revises their
historical image from that of passive victims of European and American settlers
to one of active and even dominant participants in the historical process. Thoroughly researched and reflecting the author's sophisticated grasp of historical,
anthropological, and ethnohistorical approaches to American Indian life and history, the book is a milestone which no California or western historian can afford
to ignore.
.
Focusing on the Indians of the southern half of California's great central
valley, mainly Yokuts and Miwok peoples, Phillips traces the vital roles these
Indians played during the periods of Spanish (1769-1821), Mexican (1822-46),
and early American (1846-49) California history. As both the Spanish military
and missionaries strengthened their holds on the coastal region from San Diego
to the Bay Area these inland Indians became increasingly and effectively hostile
to Spanish incursions into their territory. During the Mexican period-the most
original part of the book-Phillips shows that, contrary to traditional interpreta~
tions, the Californios mainly failed to establish a viable raricho society and
economy. Instead, the Indians of central California initiated a period of "violent
confrontation" and "counter intrusion" that largely undermined the rancho system.
.
While bringing this about, the Indians themselves became greatly changed
through processes of "economic adaptation" and "cultural modification." Outside visitors to the area played key roles, especially Hispanic traders from New
Mexico on the newly opened "old Spanish trail" more so than famous American
trappers and mountain men. By opening a vast market for horses in New Mexico,
these traders furnished the central valley Indians with a powerful incentive to
become aggressive raiders of the California ranchos, and they quickly made the
most of it. As Phillips tells it, not only did these dYtiamic mounted raiders bring
crises to the coastal rancheros, but inland settlers s'uch as Johann Sutter, John
Marsh, and the American overlanders were likewise threatened, and even the
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American military conquerors of Mexican California were ineffectual in dealing
with them. Thus, before the revolutionary onset of the 1849 Gold Rush, which
drastically changed everything, the inland Indians of California were major players in the historical process.
In telling this dramatic tale, Phillips may be guilty of a certain amount of
exaggeration, but this is not a serious fault, because in historiography a new finding is worth overemphasizing. My main criticism of the book is the same that I
have for Albert Hurtado's recent and excellent Indian Survival on the California
Frontier with which it invites comparison. By demonstrating the significant roles
played by Indians in California's early history, both authors fail to prepare us for
the doom of dispersion, decimation, and death that awaited the Indians a few
years later.
Jackson K. Putnam
California State University, Fullerton

Heroes Without Legacy: American Airwomen, 1912-1944. By Dean Jaros.
(Niwot: University Press of Colorado, 1993. x + 265 pp. Illustrations, note,
tables, bibliography, index. $24.95.)
The image of the dashing, jaunty barnstormer thrilling curious onlookers
and espousing the promising future of aviation remains an enduring notion among
many who study the history of flight. In particular, the so-called "golden age of
flight" during the 1920s has spurred many historical.treatises since 1970. This
ror:nantic image excludes women when in fact between 1912 and 1944 they piloted, barnstormed, and touted aviation as avidly as their male counterparts. Dean
Jaros argues that following World War II the popularity of most airwomen declined. Their airborne descendants, rather than taking the stick as pilots, worked
as flight attendants and remained woefully oblivious to the glory days of their
predecessors. Herein lies a major weakness of this book.
The engaging first half furnishes a short synthesis of the history of airwomen
from 1912 to 1944. Using an impressive variety of secondary and primary sources
including newspapers, magazines, journals, and extant biographies, Jaros briefly
traces the careers of well-known and lesser-known airwomen from Harriet
Quimby to Jacqueline Cochran and puts an intriguing spin on an old record:
because of aviation's fledgling status during the 1920s and 1930s, media visibility of airwomen augmented popular acceptance of the new technology. "So easy,
even a women can do it!" (p. 51).
In the second and problematic half, the author unconvincingly attempts to
explain why the popularity of airwomen dropped dramatically after the Second
World War. He strives to link the decline in numbers of women pilots to larger
shifts in American sociocultural perceptions regarding women's roles, but instead ends up lamenting the near disappearance of airwomen from all but aviation's
service occupations after 1945. Jaros ignores the crucial interplay of race and
class-aviation was an elite pastime, after all-and fails to persuade me that the
airwomen's heritage can alter American constructions of gender.
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Heroes Without Legacy, after a strong start, ends flat. Nevertheless, its bibliography and interpretive stance opens doors for future analyses.
Evelyn A. Schlatter
University of New Mexico

The Lance and the Shield: The Life and Times of Sitting Bull. By Robert M.
Utley. (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1993. xvii + 411 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $25.00.)
Two weapons that the famous Lakota leader Sitting Bull held in high esteem
were his lance and shield, both gifts from his father, also named Sitting Bull. The
lance was an offensive weapon, while the shield was defensive. Robert Utley
symbolically uses these weapons to demonstrate the shifting roles Sitting Bull
played in his relationships with white intruders. From a respected warrior leading successful raids, Sitting Bull would later become the Lakota shield, a defender of his people.
Born around 1831, Sitting Bull was a Hunkpapa Sioux. Utley presents valuable information on Sitting Bull's upbringing as a Sioux male as well as on Lakota
history and culture. Like other Sioux boys, Sitting Bull had several names. In
1845, he received the name of Sitting Bull, meaning "an honored animal of great
endurance who would fight to the death" because of his bravery in a battle with
the Crows. By 1865, Sitting Bull's feats as a tribal war chief who wielded his
favorite weapon-the lance-were legendary.
Utley also does a fine job of examining Sitting Bull's role as a holy man, as
the principal leader at Little Bighorn, and later as a reservation Indian. As a spiritual leader, Sitting Bull again had as his primary objective the welfare of his
people. He spent long hours searching for an understanding of the universe and
its infinite powers.
At the Battle of the Little.Bighorn, Sitting Bull demonstrated his overallleadership powers not so much as a warrior but as a respected leader who could hold
together a powerful coalition of tribes who triumphed over their adversaries.
Sitting Bull incorrectly viewed this victory, however, as a sign that his people
would no longer be bothered by Anglos. Indeed, just the opposite occurred.
Sitting Bull's reservation years, including his struggles with Indian agent James
McLaughlin, his stint with Buffalo Bill's Wild West, and his death at the hands of
the Indian police force further revealed the importance of the defeated leader.
Regarding the latter, Utley believes the killing of Sitting Bull was not premeditated.
Throughout the book the author attempts to relate the story from' both and
Indian and non-Indian perspective, realizing, of course, such an approach is extremely difficult. In this reviewer's opinion, Utley has succeeded, for the most
part, in expressing Indian cultural viewpoints on numerous issues and juxtaposing them with white perceptions.
Utley has done it again. He has written another definitive study of a famous
western figure.
Raymond Wilson
Fort Hays State University

Book Notes

California in 1792: A Spanish Naval Visit. By Donald C. Cutter.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma, 1995. xv + 176 pp. Illustrations,
maps, charts, notes, bibliography, index. $9.95 paper.)
Dark Arrow. By Lucille Mulcahy. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,
1995.209 pp. Illustrations. $7.95 paper.)
Four Days at Fort Wingate: The Lost Adams Diggings. By Richard
French. (Caldwell, Idaho: Caxton Publishers, Ltd, 1994. 259 pp. Illustrations, maps, bibliography, index. $9.95 price.)
Matt Field on the Santa Fe Trail. Edited by Clyde Porter and Mae Reed.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1995. xix + 322 pp. Illustrations, maps, index. $16.95 paper.)
New Mexico's Royal Road: Trade and Travel on the Chihuahua Trail.
By Max L. Moorhead. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1995.
ix + 234 pp. Illustrations, maps, tables, bibliography, index. $14.95 paper.) Reprint of 1958 edition. Forward by Mark L. Gardner.
Onza: The Hunt for a Legendary Cat. By Neil B. Carmony. (Silver
City, New Mexico: High-Lonesome Books, 1995.203 pp. Illustrations,
maps, bibliography, index. $20.00 cloth, $12.95 paper.)
Raising Arizona's Dams: Daily Life and Discrimination in the Dam
Construction Camps of Central Arizona, 1890s-1940s. By A. E. Rogge,
et. al. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1995. xviii + 212 pp. Illustration, maps, charts, tables, notes, bibliography, index. $40.00 cloth,
$21.95 paper.)
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Rio del Norte: People ofthe Upper Rio Grande From Earliest Times to
the Pueblo Revolt. By Carroll L. Riley. (Salt Lake City: University of
Utah Press, 1995. xiv + 345 pp. Illustrations, maps, tables, appendixes,
notes, bibligraphy, index. $29.95 cloth.)
Stephen Long and American Frontier Exploration. By Roger L. Nichols
and Patrick L. Hally. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1995.276
pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $14.95.) Reprint of
1980 edition.
The Duckfoot Site: Volume 1 Descriptive Archaeology and The Duckfoot
Site: Volume 2 Archaeology of the House and Household. By Ricky L.
Lightfoot. (Cortez, Colorado: Crow Canyon Archaelogical Center, 1993.
xix + 378 pp and xvii + 171 pp. Illustrations, maps, tables, charts, bibliography, index. $21.95 and $19.95 paper.)
The Lost Trappers. By David H. Coyner, edited by David J. Weber.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1995. xxviii + 192. Maps, appendixes, notes, index. $9.95 paper.) Reprint of 1847 edition.
The Military & the United States Indian Policy. 1865-1903. By Robert Wooster. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1995. xii + 268 pp.
Illustrations, maps, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $10.95.)
Reprint of 1988 edition.
The Texas Cherokees: A People Between Two Fires, 1819-1840. By
Dianna Everett. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1990. xiv +
173 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $11. 95.)
Treading in the Past: Sandals of the Anasazi. Edited by Kathy
Kankainen. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 1995. ix + 199 pp.
Illustrations, maps, bibliography. $50.00 cloth, $29.95 paper.)
Wild Plants of the Pueblo Province: Exploring Ancient and Enduring
Uses. By William W. Dunmire and Gail D. Tierney. (Santa Fe: Museum
of New Mexico Press, 1995. xiii + 290 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts,
tables, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, $19.95 paper.)
Wolfsong. By Louis Owens. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press,
1995.249 pp. $12.95.)
Latin American Revolutions, 1808-1826: Old and New World Origins.
By John Lynch. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1994. xiii +
409 pp. Maps, notes, bibliography, index. $24.95.) Reprint of 1965 edition.

News Notes

The editorial staff of the New Mexico Historical Review apologizes
to Light T. Cummins for an error made in the printing of his "Getting
Beyond Bolton: Columbian Consequences and the Spanish Borderlands:
A Review Essay" that appeared in the April 1995 issue of the Review.
The error is found in the numbering of the endnotes and concerns the
correlation between those numbers in the text and the actual notes. Due
to an oversight, endnote number fourteen was removed from the text,
but the remaining numbers were not corrected. Therefore all numbers
in the text are off by one in relation to those found in the notes. For
example, note number fifteen is actuaIly note fourteen and so on. The
staff apologizes for this egregious error and for any problems this may
have caused Professor Cummins or our readership.
The Amon Carter Museum has several exhibitions scheduled for
the duration of 1995. The programs feature some outstanding examples
of American painting and photography. Nature Observed, Nature Interpreted: Nineteenth-Century American Landscape Drawings and
Watercolors/rom the National Academy o/Design and Cooper-Hewitt,
National Design Museum, Smithsonian Institution, 8 July-3 September 1995. This exhibition features landscape drawings and watercolors
from two of the earliest institutions to collect American drawing in New
York City. Wild River, Timeless Canyons: Balduin Mol/hausen, Early
Artist a/the Colorado, 9 September-3 December 1995. The show features the work of Balduin MoIlhausen, a Prussian artist and writer who
served on a topographical research expedition headed by Lieutenant
Joseph C. Ives in the late I850s as part of the great reconnaissance of
the Trans-Mississippi West. Canyonland Visions: A Photographic Perspective, 9 September-3 December 1995. The show will display photographs ofthe Colorado River canyon system from the mid-nineteenth
century to the present. Included in the exhibition will be the work of
John K. Hillers (1843-1925), Timothy O'Sullivan (1840-1882), and Eliot
)
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Porter (1901-1990). For further information on these programs or other
questions concerning the museum, please contact the Amon Carter Museum, P.O. Box 2365, Fort Worth, Texas 76113, (817) 738-1933.
In commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the end of World
War Two, the Los Alamos Historical Society, in conjunction with the
University of New Mexico Department of History, will host a conference, World War Jl and Its Aftermath, 13-16 August 1995. The conference will take place on the University of New Mexico-Los Alamos campus and features several papers concerning Los Alamos and the consequences of the Second World War still being experienced today. Of special note is the video tape, Remembering Los Alamos: World War ll,
available through the Los Alamos Historical Society for $21. 95. For further information on the conference, the tape, or the society, please contact the LAHS at P.O. Box 43, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87544, (505)
662-6272.
The University of New Mexico Department of History and Sandia
National Laboratory will host a day-long Joint Conference on the History of Science and Government in New Mexico on 7 October 1995.
The conference will be held on the University of New Mexico campus
and consists of several presentations on science and government's impact on the state. For further information please contact Timothy Moy,
UNM Department of History, Albuquerque, NM 87131, (505) 277-2451,
or Rebecca Ullrich, MS 0612, Sandia National Laboratory, P.O. Box 5800,
Albuquerque, NM 87185-0612, (505) 844-1483.
The 39th Annual Missouri Valley History Conference will be held
in Omaha, Nebraska, 7-9 March 1996. Proposals for papers and sessions in all areas of history are welcome. Such proposals, accompanied
by a one-page abstract and vitae, should be sent by 15 October 1995.
Contact: Dale Gaeddert, Chair MVHC, University of Nebraska at Omaha,
Omaha, Nebraska 68182. The Society of Military History holds sessions
as part of the MVHC. Please send proposals for papers and sessions on
military history topics to: Mark R. Grandstaff, History Department,
Brigham Young University, 414 KMB, P.O. Box 24446, Provo, UT 84602.
The New Mexico Historical Review would like to acknowledge the
publication of the third volume in the six-volume Vargas series. To the
Royal Crown Restored: The Journals ofdon Diego de Vargas, 1692-94,
edited by John L. Kessell, Rick Hendricks, and Meredith D. Dodge concentrates on a critical two-year period in the Spanish recolonization of
New Mexico. The text, at 612 pages and handsomely cloth bound, con-.
stitutes another stop in the continuing efforts by the University of New
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Mexico's Vargas Project to make available to scholars and t!\e general
public the rich documentary history surrounding this key figure in the
state's Spanish colonial past. Published by UNM Press, the book sells
for $32.50. Copies are available through your local bookstore or directly
from UNM Press; 1720 Lomas Blvd., N.E.; Albuquerque, New Mexico
87131-1591; or by phone (505) 277-4810.

Historical Society of New Mexico News
by Robert Torrez
The Historical Society of New Mexico elected new officers at the
Arizona/New Mexico joint annual conference held in Tucson, April
14-16, 1995.
Robert J. Torrez, current State Historian, was elected president.
Other new officers are David Townsend of Alamogordo, first vice-president; Margaret Espinosa McDonald of Belen, second vice-president; Alison Freese of Albuquerque, Secretary; and Catherine
Rugen of Albuquerque, Treasurer. Dorothy Parker of Portales and Sally
Noe of Gallup are new members elected to serve on the Society's Board
of Directors.
Awards announced included:
Edgar Lee Hewett Award for service to the public to Dona Ana
County state representative William E. Porter for his efforts on behalf
of Fort Selden State Monument.
L. Bradford Prince Award for Historical Preservation to Reverend
Bill Sanchez and the mayordomos and congregation of Be'rnalillo for
their efforts to save and restore the Santuario de San Lorenzo.
The $1,000 Myra Ellen Jenkins scholarship for graduate history
majors went to Lori Hawthorne, a student at New Mexico State University. Her winning entry, "The Lincoln National Forest: Conflicting Interests, 1907-1923," will be published in the Society's newspaper La
Cr6nica de Nuevo Mexico.

